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we pass another, and then another of the same | 
tenor. 

Mr. E. proceeded to show that the connecting | 
of routes, as managed by artful contractors, was 
a most fruitful source of abuse. He did not think 
any danger would result from authorizing the 
Postmaster General to discontinue routes when he 
might find the public interest required it. That 
the same discretion was now used by the depart- | 
ment. He did not agree with the honorable chair- 
man, [Mr. Grounpy,] that the revenues of a route | 
were to be calculated by the incomes arising from | 
postage between any two places, but from all the | 

roceeds arising from postages on that route. 
He thought this to be the letter and spirit of the | 
bill. 

Mr. CLAY said he was opposed to all extras, 
to all allowances whatever. These allowances 
were founded on the interest of contractors and 
the discretion of the officer. That all good Gov- 
ernments should endeavor to restrict discretion- 
ary power. It follows from the nature of man, 
that all discretionary power will be abused. He 
was for striking at the root of the evil, and oppose 
all such powers. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider the fif- | 


teenth section, submitted by Mr. Grunpy as an 
amendment, in the following words: 

‘*That the expenditures for the transportation 
of the mail and all other expenses incident thereto, 
shall not exceed the revenues of the General Post | 
Office,’’ &c. 

Mr. GRUNDY thought the department should | 
support itself; that suitable checks should be 
interposed, and not leave a boundless discretion 
to the department; that without the restraints con- 
tained in the proposed amendments, it would be | 
in the power of the Postmaster General to ruin 
the Treasury. He contended that the depart- 
ment should not be permitted to go beyond its 
revenues. Congress would be obliged to make | 


the appropriation after the contracts were made, || 


and all the motives which gentlemen had so much 
feared, might be brought to bear before the ap- 
peopriation should be made, and Congress must 
pay the charges. 

Mr. EWING hoped the honorable chairman 
{Mr. Grunpy] would be equally zealous for the 
public ‘Treasury. He believed that eight hundred 
thousand dollars would be left after defraying all 
the expenses of the department. That the income 
of the department would be more than sufficient 
to defray all iis expenses. His only objection to 
the amendment was, that it held out the idea that 
ae ene income must be expended some how or 
other, 





Mr. GRUNDY was glad the gentleman [Mr. | 
Ewine] had come to the support of the amend- | 


ment. There had been an attempt heretofore to 
throw the expenses of the Post Office Department 
on the Treasury. 
penses as much as possible. There was a princi- 
ple in politics that should always be observed, 
that one set of men should never pay the money, 
whilst another expended it. He agreed with the 
Senator from Ohio, |Mr. Ewina,]} that the rev- 
enues of the department would be amply sufficient 
tosupport it. He feared that the rates of postage 
might be reduced, and the expense thrown on the 
Treasury. 

Mr. EWING said the honorable chairman 
knew beforehand that he himself would agree 


with him on this amendment. That there was no | 


occasion for his formal speech, with which he had 
favored the Senate. 

Mr. GRUNDY explained. 

Mr. EWING said the discussion was wholly 
unnecessary, as the amendment would probably 
pass without objection. 


Mr. BIBB rose to move a slight alteration. He || 


was anxious the amendment should pass. He 
wished to modify it by striking out the word 
**thereto,’’ and insert ** to the General Post Office.”’ 

After some further conversation between Mr. 


He was for restricting its ex- | 


|, This paying of the debts had not been called for 


| was not known what sum this would take from the 
| Treasury 


|| than the resignation of a clerk before he could 


| be paid, and if we made no such provision, we 


| ment, and if we did so, the question only was, 
| was it right to pay the debts, or suffer the credi- 
| tors to lose them. 


| the United States by a loan, and he so voted at || . |! 
|| ilar character was reported at the last session, and 
|| remained unacted on. 


GRUNDY, Mr. KNIGHT, and Mr. BIBB, the 
amendment suggested by Mr. BIBB was agreed | 
to, and the amendment was concurred in. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the | 
amendment proposed by Mr. GRUNDY, as the | 
sixteenth section of the bill, providing for the pay- | 
ment of all debts due by the department on the 
31st day of March next. 

Mr. SOUTHARD opposed the amendment. | 


by the department. He did not wish to interfere | 
in its affairs unasked. He thought, as it was an | 
appropriation, it ought not to be incorporated in | 
the bill for reorganizing the department. He was 
opposed to making appropriations in thedark. It 


There was to be a commissioner to be | 
sure; there might be some safety in that. The | 
debts, moreover, were wholly undefined. 
not stated whether they were those due last year, 
or those now due, or those due a month hence. 
It would be throwing open a door to the grossest 
extravagances. There must be something more 





place any confidence in that department. 
Mr. GRUNDY said the department was in 


debt—that was not doubted or denied; and we |! 
| were about to take away its means. 


That being | 
the case, all he asked was, that its debts should 


should, by taking away its means, be the cause of | 
its creditors losing ther debts, although the money | 
was advanced for the benefit of the people. He, | 
therefore, saw no reason for calling on the Exec- 
utive, or the Postmaster General, on the subject. | 
But the minority of the committee were of opinion, 
that if we took away the means of the depart- 
ment, we ought to pay its debts. He admitted 
that the Postmaster General had no right to bind | 


the last session; but if the department should go 
on, it would redeem itself. We all thought it 
would be unwise not to reorganize the depart- 


Without legislation the credi- 
tors would get their debts, and by doing so, they 
would losethem. The Postmaster General would 


er say that he had made an application to || 
p vaewedions yo ag Fi Peas. || was contemplated by this bill to add additional 


Congress for aid; for he did not make it; but it 
was a suggestion of himself, on the part of the 
minority. One part of the committee thought it 
ought to be advanced, and another that it ought 
not. And he could not agree in the propriety of 
the remark, that this was not the proper place for 
introducing the provision. What place was so 
proper for supplying the deficiency as the bill 
which deprived the department of its means? If 


ought not to defer the Senate from granting it. 
If the security proposed for ascertaining the cor- 
rectness and justice of the debts was insufficient, 
he had no objection that the names of any other 
| persons should be inserted that gentlemen desired. 
Mr. EWING objected to the amendment be- 
| cause it was not the proper place in which to 
insert it; the only true mode of making the appro- 
priation, was by introducing a bill for the purpose. 
| But it was unexampled to ask Congress to pay 

the debts of a Department. Was such a thing ever 

heard of, with regard to the War or Navy De- 


It was |) 


| not the accounts be produced? 


the 31st March, and everything might come within 


its provisions, no matter how it wasapplied. He 
would inquire what reason there was for reposing 
all this confidence in the head of the department ? 
If it was justly due, and the money was honestly 
borrowed, could not the books be shown, could 
His strongest 
objection to this amendment was the putting off 
the production of the accounts till after the ad- 
journmentof Congress. Mr. P. here alluded toa 
letter over the signature of the President addressed 
to his constituents, and published at New Orleans 
last summer, stating that he was charged by it 


|| with having voted against an appropriation for 


the relief of the Post Office, last session. He 


| recurred to the Journals to show that he had not 


the principle was right to pay them, the amount | 


so voted, and spoke at length on the subject. 
When Mr. P. concluded, : 

Mr. GRUNDY moved an adjournment; which 
prevailed; and 


| The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 5, 1835. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill further to amend the 
judicial system of the United States; which was 
read twice. 

Mr. F. said the bill was one of very general 
interest. For two months it had been very ma- 
turely considered by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. It made but few changes in the present 
judicial system, and he thought it ought to be 
| passed at the present session. Ee therefore moved 
| to postpone its further consideration until Thurs- 
day next, and that it be made the special order for 
that day. 

The SPEAKER suggested that a bill of a sim- 


He doubted whether it 
| was in order to report the present bill under the 
| circumstances of the case. 

Mr. FOSTER explained the objects of the bill, 
and contended that its provisions were not analo- 
gous to those contained in the bill referred to by 
| the Chair. 

Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS inquired whether it 


Judges to those who at present occupied the bench 
of the Supreme Court. 
Mr. FOSTER replied in the negative. 

| Mr. ADAMS suggested a postponement of the 
| bill to a more distant day, and that it be printed. 
Mr. FOSTER modified his motion, by propos- 
|ing to postpone the bill to Monday week, and 
| make it the special order for that day. 

Mr. CLAY remarked that this question seemed 
| to be one of importance. He therefore moved a 
call of the House, upon which question he called 


| for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
|| were—yeas 34, nays 95. 


iI 


Mr. FOSTER said, as there appeared to be 
some difficulty on the point of order, he would 
_ move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union from the further con- 
| sideration of the bill of the last session on this 
subject, and that the same be recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER having decided that the bill 


| 
| 
i| 





partments? Flow were we to know that the debts 


were actually contracted? Before he consented |) 
to vote any thing for this purpose, he was deter- |, 
mined to know what those debts were. But some \ 
of those debts consisted of drafts which were not || 
payable till September, 1835, for anticipated ser- || 
vices,and if we should agree to pay them, it would 
be allowing the service to be rendered or not, just 
as the creditor pleased. 








Mr. PORTER thought this a most extraordi- 
nary call upon the Senate, to vote away, one, two, 

or three hundred thousand dollars, without know- 
| ing anything of the propriety of the debt con- 








| just reported by the committee was not in order, 
it was withdrawn by Mr. FOSTER, the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. INGE, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
Tucker, of Arkansas; which was read twice, and 
its further consideration postponed to Monday 
next. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thomas Simpson; which was read twice and 
committed. 


| tracted. The amendment said all the debts up to || Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, 
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reported a bill for the relief of Thankful Randall; 
which was read twice and committed. 


Unfavorable reporte were made by Messrs. 
SLADE, MUHLENBERG, TURRILL, and 
CASEY, on various petitions, &c., referred to 
their respective committees. 


Mr. JOIINSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the following | 
resolution: 

Resolved, That from eleven to twelve o’clock 
to-morrow morning be set apart to consider the 
following bills, viz: A bill forthe better organiza- 
tion of the corps of engineers; for the gradual 
increase of the corps of engineers; to appoint 
additional paymasiers; and a bill to continue the 
subsistence department. 

After some remarks by Messrs. JOHNSON, of | 
Kentucky, ASHLEY, DICKINSON, and WIL- | 
LIAMS, 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; which was agreed to—yenas 78, nays 
63. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings, reported a bill to provide for 
erecting a fire-proof building for the accommoda- 
tion of the Departments of the Treasury and State; 
which was read twice and committed. 


{ 


Mr. POPE moved to. proceed to the considera- | 
tion of the orders of the day; which was agreed 
to. 

LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. POPE rose to submit a motion, which he | 
snid he did with great reluctance. It was a mo- | 
tion in which thirteen States of the Union were | 
deeply interested. He alluded to the bill in rela- | 
tion to the Louisville and Portland canal. He | 
moved to postpone all the orders of the day pre- 
vious to this bill, for the purpose of going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union upon it. 

A count having been called upon the motion, | 
and the ayes having been announced to be one 
hundred and three, 

Mr. WATMOUGH called for the yeas and | 
nays on the motion; which were ordered, and 
were—yeas 115, nays 76. 

So the House determined to go into committee 
on the bill referred to. 

Mr. WARDWELL suggested the propriety of 
also going into committee upon the bill from the 
Senate, for continuing the office of Commissioner 
of Pensions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WATMOUGU rose to a question of order. 
He desired to know whether a bare majority | 
could set aside the usual and regular routine of | 
business ? 

The SPEAKER remarked that this was the 
third time that this question had been made. The 
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enterprise are shackled by unwonted taxation— | cities—wh 


| that their legitimate gains are subjected to the ex- || 


'wisdom and duty to adopt the best, and I may 


Chair had again and again decided that a majority || 


was sufficient. 

The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Parton in the chair.) 

The bill to purchase the private stock in the | 
Louisville and Portland canal was first consid- | 
ered. 

Mr. POPE then moved an amendment, as an | 
additional clause to the bill: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum | 
of $654,800 be, and the ssme is hereby, appropri- | 
ated (out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated) for the purpose aforesaid. 


| Throughout this wide-spread, far-reaching land, | 


| of the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Mary- 


|| the Ohio flows freighted with the exportations of 
New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Vir- || 


‘| and West. 


|, ested ? 


| action of acorporation almost wholly irresponsible, || 


and they earnestly and respectfully call upon Con- || 
gress for relief. Sir, they have a deep stake in | 
this matter. Their rights, their interests, their | 
feelings, are all involved. Blessed with more than 
plenty, they are yet debarred a free and rightful 
highway toa ready market. Their surplus pro- || 
ductions must either roton their hands, or in their || 
transit to market be taxed almost at the will of a | 
licensed corporation—a corporation most improv- | 
idently clothed with extraordinary powers, and || 
possessed of that pernicious gift, perpetual exist- || 
ence. Let me not be told, sir, that these formi- || 
dable powers were derived from an act of the || 
Legislature of my own State. This fact does not || 
render them less exceptionable. The motives of 
those who passed the act of incorporation were | 
pure and praiseworthy. They intended to do | 
good, although they acted unwisely. In their’ 
anxiety to furnish facilities to the navigation of |, 
the Ohio river they went too far. They were | 
apprized of the difficulties and perils which the |! 
falls of the Ohio presented to the navigator, and | 
they, therefore, incorporated a company to con- 
struct the Louisville and Portland canal. They | 
were aware that there was no surplus local capital, || 
and it was to tempt the employment of foreign 
means in the undertaking that the act complained 
of was passed. Be that as it may, the evil is un- 
questionably inflicted, and it is now the part of 


| 
! 


i 


1} 
' 


say the only, mode of correcting the error. 

Mr. Chairman, if it be a part of the settled 
policy of this country that objects purely, essen- 
iially, and confessedly national, shall receive the 
favorable consideration of the Government, the 
one now under discussion is most eminently enti- 
tled to it. Recollect, sir, that it is the busy, the 
enterprising, and increasing thousands of an im- 
mense extent of country, who demand relief—of 
a district of country Which stretches from clime | 
to clime, comprehending within its circuit parts | 


land, Virginia, and the whole of Ohio, Kentucky, | 
Indiana, Hlinois, Missouri, Tennessee, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana, and the ‘Territory of 
Arkansas—of an extent of country which includes | 
within its sweep the **Great Father of Rivers’? | 





himself, and all his beautiful, unrivalled, and mag- | 
nificent tributaries. Sir, as the *“* King of Floods”? || 
rolls his rushing and turbid waters to the deep, he || 


bears upon his bosom the surplus productions of | 
all these States and many more, much of which | 
find a way through the Louisville and Portland | 
canal. From its mountain sources to its mouth, 


ginia, which States receive in return, by thesame 
communication, the valuable and increasing agri- 
cultural and mineral productions of the far South 
What object then, sir, let me inquire, | 
is more national than the one under consideration ? 


can any one be designated in which so many | 
States and so many people are so deeply inter- 
Sir, there can be but one answer to these 
questions. 

Mr. Chairman, the value of the annual com- | 





merce of the Ohio river is estimated by the com- | 


Mr. POPE said: Mr. Chairman, I feel profoundly i 


grateful to honorable gentlemen for their kindness | 
In consenting to postpone the orders of the day to 


take up the bill under consideration. I will requite || 


their courtesy by being very brief. I shou!d not 
say a word, sir, but that the bill before the com- 
mitiee is a highly important one. It involves the 
interests of the inhabitants of an immense region, 
and is entitled to the grave and respectful con- | 
sideration of this body. All the citizens of the | 
transmontane States, in greater or less degree, are 
interested in its fate, and they expect us to legis- 


national spirit. In numerous memorials which 


have been presented, they invoke the interposition 
of the National Legislature to disembarrass their 
trade of burthens as injurious as they are un- 
righteou3. 


j 
| 
i 
| 
| 


They tell you that their industry and | 


|| satisfied me that this estimate is too low. 


| produce of the value of four millions. 


| to the period when the forests of the West shall 
late upon the subject in a liberal, enlightened, and | 
| its valley’ and its hill-tops shall be peopled with 


mittee that reported this bill at five millions of | 
dollars. Recent information and reflection have | 
been credibly informed that, during th 


_ 1833, 
there was freighted from the city of Ci 


neinnati, 
If this in- | 
formation be correct, we may safely put down the | 
value of the annual commerce of the Ohio river at | 
this time at ten millions. This immense amount, | 
sir, ought to be sufficient .to arrest the attention | 
and enlist the feelings and judgment of Congress | 
in favor of the bid. Bat if it be not sufficient, let 
us look into the future, and behold if we can the | 
events which time will reveal—let us look onward 





disappear before the axe of the emigrant, when 





laborious millions—when its mighty rivers shall | 


I have | 
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en magnificent steamers, never out of 
view, shall, ‘‘ rejoicing as they go,’’ bear off the 
surplue products of its soil, and let us inquire if 
its population will not have a right then to assume 
a bolder tone, and to demand from the Federal 
Government a dispensation of benefi:s and en- 
couragement great as those granted to more 
favored portions of the country. Sir, dol make 
a wild, unreal, visionary prediction, when I sq 
that this proud day of prosperity is not distant? 
I will not pretend to foretell the mighty destinies 
of the valley of the Mississippi, or to portray the 
world that is there leaping into existence. But if 
the lessons afforded by the history of the past 
give us any right to found calculations upon the 
future, the lapse of less than fifty years will pre- 
sent the living, moving, and wondrous spectacle 
which I have depicted. Forty-five years ago the 
territory which is now the State of Ohio was a 
wilderness. Nature there reposed in primeval 
and uninvaded grandeur, save only when it was 
disturbed by the prowlings of the wild beast, and 
the roaming footsteps of the savage. Now it 
numbers and sustains more than a million of in- 
habitants, ranks the third State in the Union, and 
is still hurrying onward in her bright career. 

In 1817, Mr. Chairman, when steamboats began 
to obtain general use on the western waters, the 
commerce between Pittsburg and New Orleans 
employed about twenty barges, and one hundred 
keel boats, generally of small dimensions and 





in the exclusive trade of those two cities; but I do 
| know that the whole trade of the Ohio and Mis- 
| sissippi, and their tributaries, gives employment 
| to about three hundred steamboats, and more than 
two thousand flat and keel boats. As population 
increases in the West, its commerce must increase; 
/ and no matter how much it may augment, it must 
endure an oppressive and perpetual tax, unless 
Congress shall see proper to remove it. Sir, the 
inhabitants of that region feel and know this. 
| They see that their industry and trade are sub- 
| jected to a most onerous impost, while that of 
| other portions of the Confederacy is entirely freed 
from it. They see that obstructions to the navi- 
gation of eastern and northern rivers, inconsider- 
able when compared with the Ohio, have been 
removed entirely at the expense of the General 
Government, and no local tax imposed on those 
who profited by it. They see that a Delaware 
breakwater has been constructed at the common 
expense, and Philadelphia and the surrounding 
| country paying no local charges therefor. They 
| know that large sums are annually appropriated 
by Congress to construct and improve harbors 
along the sea-coast and the lakes, to plant buoys, 
| build and support light-houses, and no local tax 
| paid by those who gain by the expenditure. Sir, 

they do not cavil about or complain of theee things, 
| but they say that the object of this bill is more 

national thanany orallofthese. They think that 
these acts of favor to our northern and eastern 
brethren, give them a right to claim something 
| from the bounty and liberality of their Govern- 
/ment. They tell you thatthe Falls of the Ohio con- 
| stituted an obstruction to the navigation of a river, 
| in the removal of which thirteen States were 
directly interested, and several others indirectly 
| 


capacity. I know not the number now employed 





i 
| 


interested—that the obstruction was only about 
two miles in length, and should have been removed 
}as in al) similar instances, at the expense of the 
| General Government—that it was done (or rather 
avoided) by a private corporation acting under the 
authority of acharter mostincautiously granted— 
that the corporation has a right, and will, in pro- 
cess of time, levy upon their commerce (for who 
can set bounds to human cupidity?) an annua! tax 
of at least one hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
—that under most disadvantageous circumstances, 
| the company received in the year 1833, from tolls, 
| the sum of $60,736 92—that this tax is a vampire 
| which is fattening upon their energies—that their 
trade cannot well sustain it—that it is an unac- 
customed and perpetual imposition—and they 
| earnestly call upon Congress for relief. Sir, let 
/me add my feeble voice to theirs in this appeal. 
| Let me invoke this body to give a friendly ear to 
| their complaints. Look, sir, at the list appended 








| be dotted, and enlivened, and variegated with val- || to the report of the Committee on Roads and 
uable and beautiful gardens, and farms, and man- |' Canals, ard you will find that some of the steam- 
ufactories, and villeges, and towns, and splendid '' boats are compelled to pay as much as $180 for a 


} 








1835. 


passage through this canal, and must do this 
whetner freighted orempty. Look at the number 


toll paid by each, and then answer if the evils com- 
plained of are not most grevious and unprece- 
dented? Examine the report and you will find 
that the tolls have increased every year; that not- 
withstanding the company had to encounter un- 
foreseen difficulties and expense and to repair and 
guard against unexpected disasters, they yet 
divided, for the year 1833, six per cent. on the 
original stock subscribed, and also declared a 
dividend of three and a half per cent. for the first 
six months of the last year, both on the old and 
new subscriptions, Sir, the dividends must in- 
crease. 


it is most unfortunate that a private company was | 


The company has the uncontrollable | 


power to make them increase. But suppose they | 


do not. Does not the present rate of toll amount 
to an oppressive impost? Let me invoke honora- 
ble gentlemen to view this subject in a proper 
light. Let me beseech them to examine it with 
the liberal and expanded understandings of states- 
men. I can assure them that the munificence of 
Government could not be extended to citizens more 
attached to their country and its institutions than 


they are, Or more ready to respond to the call of | 


duty. They are enterprising, industrious, patri- 
otic. They ask but for free trade and equal rights 
—they wantno more. That they have been tardy 
in calling upon you, is no objection to their claim. 


That the Government has already subscribed for | 


a portionsof the stock with the view of aiding the 
work, is no reason why it should not now pur- 


chase the whole stock and make the navigation of | 


the river free to all on the terms suggested by the 
committee in their report. 

Let not the claims of our people be prejudiced 
by the unfounded suspicion, that this measure is a 
trick put on foot by designing stockholders for 
selfish purposes. I assure this body that such is 
not the fact. They have no such purpose—they 
have, they can have no motive, no inducement to 
originate such a scheme. The stock is nearly at 
par in the market—yields now about six per cent. 


|| sachusetts. 


per annum profit on the amount invested, and the | 


company have the chartered right to make it yield 
eighteen per centum per annum. 
believe that it is, or will be, the most profitable 


I do solemnly | 


stock in the United States. The stockholders are | 


possessed of the most valuable charter in the coun- 
try, and they know it. No, sir, it is the people 
whoare not stockholders that have made this gen- 
eral movement, and have loaded our tables with 
petitions and memorials for relief. 
tates of justice require that Congress should yield 
to their petitions. Sir, let justice be done though 
the heavens fall. Deny not their wishes. ‘* Now 


+} 


of boats that pass the canal, and the amount of | 


ever incorporated for this purpose. The proper 
way to have accomplished the public wishes, would 


|| have been to have applied originally and direcily 
‘| to this body—to have stated that the navigation of | 


| the Ohio river was interrupted by a natural obsta- 
| cle—that a vast portion of the country was vitally 
| interested in overcoming this obstacle—that it 
| could be done with safety and success only by con- 


structing a canal, and then demand that as it was for a 
nation’s use, it should be accomplished with a nation’s 
purse. 
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the common purse be opened to remove, now and 
forever, the tax imposed on the navigation of a 
river, whose waters, prolonged as they are, would 
be freely amnaiel with the blood of battle, 
should the country’s voice ever require it to flow 
in her defence. 

Mr. McKIM inquired at what price the stock 





| was in the market. 


It would then have stood confessedly upon | 


the same footing as applications to remove snags | 
and sand bars in the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, | 


which, we know, have been removed by the sanc- 
tion of Congress. 
the application, in such a shape? 
refused ? 
water, and a thousand other improvements of in- 
ferior importance, stand as monuments of the 
nation’s liberality. If Congress would, or ought 
to have done so in the first instance, is there any 


Could they have 


legitimate reason why they should not now step 
forward and assume upon the nation the expense | 


| posite, 


'on vessels, to the injury and oppression of the || 


of the construction of the canal? I think not. 
Let me state a case which seems to me to be ap- 
Weall know that light-houses are erected 
and sustained at the common expense. Suppose, 
under a charter granted by Massachusetts when 


Would Congress have refused | 


No, sir, not when the Delaware break- | 


a colony, a private company had erected a light- | 
house, and in the shape of tolls were levying a tax | 


citizens of that and other States, and the parties 
injured were to apply to Congress to purchase the 


| rights of the company, and free them from the 
exactions of the corporation, would Congress hesi- | 


tate to do so? 
plicants upon the same footing with the citizens of 
other States who paid no tax for like benefits? 
Would Congress tell them you once had a fair 


Could they refuse to place the ap- | 


claim, but it has been forfeited Ly the act of Mas- 


Sir, every sentiment of justice would 
Every impulse of patriotism would pre- 
Let not, then, an unwise act of the Le- 


forbid it. 
vent it. 


gislature of Kentucky forfeit the undoubted rights | 
of the people of the valley of the Mississippi, | 


but extend to them the same measure of justice 


that you would extend to the people of Massa- | 


chusetts. 


In conclasion, Mr. Chairman, let me again in- | 
voke the committee to give to this subject a fair, | 


liberal, and candid consideration. 


Let them de- | 


| cide upon the bill under the influence of elevated | 


The stern dic- | 


is the accepted time’’to grant it if you mean ever | 


to grant it. 


sentiments. 


| lect that the bill proposed to relieve from taxation 


The bill precludes the possibility of | 


imposition upon the Government, because it limits || 


the price to be given at one hundred dollars a share. 
The purchase of the stock will cause no fiscal in- 


because it will be gradual. By occasional pur- 


chases, the Government will obtain a majority of | 
the shares, and can thus control the management | 


of the corporation. 


, Let me not be understood as | 
being willing to perpetrate injustice upon those || 


who have risked their funds in the adventure—I | 


mean no such thing. 
them or others. 


I scorn to wrong either || 
But I mean to say that Congress | 


should assume such a position that they could || 


announce to the stockholders that the work should 
be a public work—that private interests should 


yield to the general good—+hat, remuneration being | 


first made, it is justifiable to appropriate private 
property to the public use—that, having the power 
to prevent the imposition of exorbitant tolls, nay, 
to reduce them as low as they please, they will 


(excepting what may be necessary to keep the 


canal in repair, and pay the requisite charges of || 


superintendence) the commerce that now flows, 


Let them bear in mind that the |. 


| interests of millions is at stake. Let them recol- | 


and which will flow in all time to come, from the | 
navigable sources of the Alleghany and Monon- | 
| gahela rivers, and all the tributaries of the Ohio | 
convenience, no sensible effect upon the treasury, | 


and Mississippi, down to New Orleans, and also 


to relieve from impost what will be brougit from | 
that modern Babel back to the respective heads | 


of navigation. Let them reflect seriously on this, 


and then answer in good faith, if the rejection of | 


the bill under consideration will not be attended 


with manifold evils, and crying injustice to the | 


people of that country. Sir, let Congress act in 
the premises, as becomes the Legislature of a great 
nation. 
paid into the national Treasury, as the portion of 


| the Government’s tolls, the sum of $14,010 This 


feel justified in exercising that power, unless the | 


stockholders will part with their stock at a fair 
price, and permit a great highway of States to be a 
Sree highway. Sir, 1 dowbt not that the stockhold- 


will annually increase. Let us disdain then to 
fatten on the fruits of the energies of our fellow- 


At the close of the year 1833, there was | 


citizens. Let us pass a law authorizing the pur- | 
| chase of the individual stock in the company, and 
then make an offering of the whole on the altar | 


of the common good. 


| nation’s means, because no State-can, will, or 


ers, or a majority of them, will consent to do so. | 
I know that some of them are willing to accede to 


such a proposition. 
done? I have heard it stated in casual conversa- 
tions, that, inasmuch as the canal is already com- 
pleted, and Congress have aided to complete it, by 
subscribing two handved and ninety thousand dol- 


lars of the stock, that it is all we should ask. Sir, ‘ 


Why then shall it not be | 


' through an elbow, a nook of her territory. 


Ohio will not do it, Indiana will 
Kentucky cannot be required to do it. 


ought to do it. 
not do it. 


Mr. POPE replied, he had no precise informa- 
tion on that point. 

Mr. BURGES said this was altogether a new 
project, and he had ne recollection that a similar 
one had ever been presented before. Congress 
had frequently appropriated money for executing 
public works, and for the purchase of private 
property, on which to erect them; but this was a 
project to purchase of a company of stockholders 
a work already completed. It was said that it 
was desirable to relieve the people of the tolls, and 
that the work would be profitable; but he had no 
doubt they would always have to pay toll enough 
to keep it in repair, and he did not believe there 
would be any profit. But there was another view 
of the subject. The cost was, in all cases, paid 
by the consumer, and in the one under considera- 
tion, was paid by the people of the East for 
those productions they required, and by the peo- 
ple of the West Indies for what they consumed. 
After some further remarks, Mr. B. concluded by 
declaring his intention to vote against the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he had voted to 
postpone all the orders of the day, for the pur- 
pose of giving his friend from Kentucky [{Mr. 
Pore] the opportunity of bringing this subject, 
which seemed to be a very favorite one to him, 
before the House. He had listened to the hon- 
orable gentleman with great attention; and he was 
sorry, sofar as his honorable friend was concerned, 
that he had not succeeded in convincing him 
(Mr.V.) that he could on principle vote for the bill 
under consideration. He did not mean to make 
an elaborate speech on the subject, but he deemed 
it incumbent upon him to state that the bill was 
important, not only in reference to a constiiutional 
principle, but also in regard to the question of 
expediency. There wasa class of gentlemen on 
this floor who believed that this Government kad 
no right to appropriate the money of the people 
for works of internal improvement. There was 
another class who believed that such apprepria- 
tions could not be made by us, unless it were for 
objects clearly national in their character. Ee 
would appeal to those gentlemen, and ask them 
what the bill under consideration proposed? It 
proposed to appropriate the formidable sum of 
six hundred and fifty thousand dollars to purchase 
the interest of a joint stock company in a short 
canal in the West. Now, he would ask what was 


| the difference, in a constitutional point of view, 


between appropriating money to construct a work, 
and appropriating money to purchase a work of 
this description after it was constructed? If the 
one was unconstitutional, he had not discrimina- 
tion enough to see why the other was not equally 
80. 
It had, however, been contended by the honor- 


| able gentleman from Kentucky, probably in anti- 


Let this be done with the | 


Her interest in the measure is no greater than that | 


of her neighbors, although the canal is constructed 


No 


one of the transmontane States will do it with her | 


separate means. 
united resources, because the poverty of many, 


It will never be done with their | 


and the disagreeing, disunited, and divided coun- | 
cils of all, will ever prevent it. Let then, I repeat, ' 
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cipation of this point, that thig was a national object. 
If this was national, could he not present an anal- 
ogous case, which would certainly not be enter- 
tained a moment by this House, if proposed here. 
Our great NewYork Erie canal was‘certainly more 
national than the little cut under consideration, both 
in reference to the vast regions of country which 
are connected, and the amount of produce and mer- 
chandize which flowed through it. Consider, sir, 
the immense territory bordering on our western 
lakes and upon the Ohio, whose rich productions 
flow through this canal. Suppose the inhabitants 
of the West, whose exports and imports passed 
through this canal, were to petition you for relief, 
were to tell you that it was very inconvenient for 
them to pay the tolls and tribute exacted by them 
from the State of New York, and respectfully 
prayed you to pay New York the eight or nine 
million which this canal has cost New Yerk, and 
make it free, would you not be surprised at the 
assurance which might dictate a request so extrav- 
agant? And yet, it could not be denied that the 
proposition to buy the Erie canal was full out 
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more defensible on the score of nationality than 


the project contained in this bill. [t was also true 


that the great West, whose exports and imports | 


passed through this canal, could urge with greater 
force the argument with which this bill was sought 
to be supported. 
of New York did not now find it an object in con- 


sequence of the canal tolls to send their coarse || tional scruples against the improvement of the 


grains, theirrye and corn, to the New York mar- 
ket. They could not compete as to these articles 
with those who lived on nature’s navigable waters. 
Let them, if this bill passes, petition Congress to 
purchase the great western canal and make it a 
freehighway. There will then be a precedent for 
the enormous appropriation that such a scheme 
would require. 

But there was another objection to the bill. It 
proposed to take this canal from a company and 
give it to the Government, which he believed was 
always most illy calculated to manage a work of 
this description economically. Pass the bill, and 

ou will create at once a host of agents and super- 


intendents, and new leeches upon your Treasury. | 


This Government was alread y too much connected 
with canals for its interest. He wished it could 
be wholly severed from them. For his own part 
he ceaiid ‘other retrograde than go further. The 
interests of our constituents required that we 
should rather retrace our steps than progress fur- 
ther in this draining and mischievous policy. 
Mr. MERCER said he had heard to-day most 
extraordinary doctrines advanced upon that floor. 
One from a gentleman from New York, in relation 


Our farmers in the western part | 


to the duty on coal, and now it was contended | 


that artificial navigation was preferable to natural. 


He said it had been admuited and established by | 


the highest authority that the General Government 
was bound to remove the obstructions in the Ohio 
and other great navigable rivers. If it was com- 
petent for the Government to remove obstructions 
by cutting out a rock or deepening a channel, it 
was equally so to improve the navigation, by cut- 
ting around a fall. Mr. M. dwelt at considerable 
length on the great importance of the navigation 
of this river to the prosperity of the country; 


and no man, he said, could predict with any degree | 


of certainty, what would be its overwhelming 
increase of importance in the process of a few 
years. He deemed the removal of the obstructions 
at the Indian Shute a matter of primary interest. 
Another consideration (Mr. M. said) would induce 
him to give a favorable view of this bill. The 
West, from its natural position, had not shared 
so liberally in the expenditures of the General 
Government, in consequence of requiring the erec- 
tion of no fortifications on her lofty eminences, 
where no enemy would ever dare to approach. 
He was anxious, therefore, that a proportionate 
expenditure should be made in her internal im- 
provements. fe was in favor of the bill because 


it was necessary, before the Government could | 


act effectually, to extinguish the title of others to 
this canal, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said, while he 
had held a seat on this floor he had never allowed 


sectional feelings to control his votes in the appro- | 


priation of the public treasure. He had never 
either felt or shown favoritism for one part of the 
country more than another. But if gentlemen 


would cast their eyes over the list of public | 


expenditures, they would see the amount for || 


Kentacky all but a — blank, if you except | 


the pension fund. Among the hundreds of mil- 


lions expended by the Government, how much | 


(he asked) had been appropriated to Kentucky? 
He repeated, that in all the votes he had ever 


given on the expenditure of public money for | 


other parts of the country, he had voted with the 
same teelings that he would have done had it been 
for the benefit of the county in which he resided. 


This was a bill for the benefit of nine different | 


States, though the expenditure happened to be in 
the Stateof Kentucky; and he did not believe 
there was a point more interesting to the general 


rosperity connected with the great waters of the || 


Vest. Mr. J. said he wished no gentleman to 


support a measure which he might, by any con- | 


struction, deem unconstitutional. Here, he con- 
tended, was a legitimate object of appropriation, 


where he supposed no such scruples could exist. exclusive proprietor of this stock, we could not, | 
He again appealed to the liberality and justice of " in common justice, refuse to become the exclusive ' 
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| { 
| the committee, which could only be evinced in the | 
| passage of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, addressed the com- | 
| mittee in favor of the bill. He was surprised at | 
the constitutional objection advanced by the gen- | 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Vanperpoe..] 
He would ask if that gentleman had any constitu- | 


_ navigation of the Hudson river, by the removal of 

the obstructions at the Overslaugh? This work 
was precisely similar in its nature, and more 
national in its object. Mr. A. went into a further 
comparison of this work with other great works 
of admitted national character. That gentleman 
had contended that the commerce on the Erie 
canal was ten times greater than that on the 
Ohio. He believed the gentleman could have but a | 
very indistinct idea of the commerce of the West; 
for he could with greater safety assert that the 
reverse was the fact—that the commerce of the Ohio 
was ten times greater than that of the New York 
canal. But what was the prospect ahead? The 
stock of this company was now at par. 
course of a few years it would doubtless be three 
or four hundred per cent. above par. He believed 
it the duty, therefore, of the Government, as a 
matter of economy, to seize the earliest opportu- 

| nity of securing the stock. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he had voted to take up 
this bill from courtesy to the mover of it, and with 
a view to the economy in the time of the House. | 
| But he should vote against the passage of the bill | 
in all its stages. He said it was not necessary for | 
him to say anything to show his conviction that 
such works of internal improvement could not be 
constitutionally made by the General Government. | 
He had no idee. of voting for the purchase of any | 
such stock as that proposed by this bill to be | 
bought, and should vote against the purchase 
upon any terms whatever. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said it was known 
that the Government of the United States was a | 
joint stockholder in the Louisville and Portland 
canal, and that it was also interested in some 
other improvements in the country. He thought | 
it must be conceded, from common respect to | 
those who had gone before us, and who had | 
authorized these subscriptions, that they must 
have been satisfied that the several works in which 
the Government had become interested as a stock- 
holder were calculated to promote the public 
good, and unquestionably that the investment was | 
| not to be thrown away. Now, he thought it 

became us to reflect that if we adopt the principle | 

involved in the bill under consideration, we could 

not, in common justice, refuse to act up to it 
| when applications should be made from other 
/ companies. The company of whose stock it was 
proposed the Government should become the ex- | 
clusive proprietor, had not, as yet, so far as he | 
was informed, divided one cent of profit; nor had 
paid their debt. 

Mr. POPE explained. The company had di- | 
vided six per cent. on the shares in the year 1833, | 
and the Government had received $14,010 on | 
account of its third share of the stock. Moreover, | 
_as he had before stated, a dividend of three and a | 
half per cent. had been paid for six months of last | 
year, and there would be a further one of more 
than two per cent. 

Mr. MASON proceeded. He had no other 
means of information than that afforded by the | 
| report, and from which he certainly understood | 


therefore it was a fair inference, that if they had 
not paid their debts, they could have shared no 
profits. This was also borne out by the fact, that 
the stock was still below its par value in the mar- 
| ket; and when we took into consideration the im- 
mense amount of uninvested capital in the country, 
in consequence of the liquidation of our national 


debt and other causes, and that most stocks were | 
|, now above par, he thought they could not conceal | 


from themselves the fact, that the stock of the 
Louisville and Portland canal was not likely to 
turn out a good investment, or it never would 
| have sunk below par. 
| again called the attention of the committee to the 
| fact, that if the Government should become the 





In the | 


that the debts could not be paid before 1837, and | 





But setting this aside, he | 
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proprietors of the stock of all those companies in 
which we were interested, whenever the said com- 
panies should think fit to make an appliéation to 
that effect. The same principle which justified 
the one, would apply with equal force to all other 
cases. How could they refuse to take the whole 
stock of the great canal leading from the Potomac 
to the western waters? How refuse the Dismal 
Swamp canal, which, m the opinion of every one 
conversant with the subject, was one of the most 
important and valuable works in the country? He 


| had listened with great pleasure and satisfaction 


yesterday to the able and lucid argument of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Harpin,] on a 
subject somewhat similar to the present. That 
gentleman expressed sentiments which Mr. M. 
| hoped yet to see become the ruling principle of 
our councils; he meant, that the expenses of the 
| General Government should be confined within its 
| legitimate objects, viz: providing for the army, 
| navy, civil list, &c., as defined by the Constitu- 
tion. He should be rejoiced if he could hear the 
same gentleman give an exposition of his views 
| on the present subject. 

Mr. M. said he should, perhaps, be found in 
a small minority in the Committee of the Whole 
upon that question, but he would at once can- 


|| didly confess that he had a constitutional objec- 


tion to this measure, and it appeared to him to 
possess much more force than gentlemen seemed 
to attribute to it. It was not his intention to go 
into any argument upon the powers of that House 
to undertake works of internal improvements. 
His own opinions were made up, and had long 
been made up on that question, and although every 
day’s experience in legislation confirmed him in 
the opinion that the Government of the United 
States could not, under the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, engage in works of internal improvement 
in the United States; and although he considered 





'| this bill as a violation of that principle, he did not 


purpose to discuss that question at the present 
time. 

But in what aspect did the bill present itself 
there? The Legislature of Kentucky had char- 
tered a company to undertake and complete a cer- 
tain work. Individuals had subscribed and paid 
stock, by which the work had been executed, and 
| which had become their private property. The 
canal was their real estate. Now it was proposed 
| by this bill that the Government of the United 
States should become the purchaser of this real 
| estate. Where could be found the power to do 

this? It was not in the Constitution of the United 
| States. The only provision in that instrument, 
| relating to this point, was that which authorized 
Congress to purchase places for the erection of 
forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, &c.; but 
that purchase must, in all cases, be made ‘‘ by the 
consent of the Legislature of the State in which 
the same shall be.”” This was plainly designated 
and described, and he could find nothing to justify 
the exercise of the power claimed in the bill before 
the committee. He was fully aware he entertained 
opinions with regard to the Constitution in which 
he would not be sustained by a 2 of the 
committee; but this he could not avail. isown 
opinion was, that under that instrument, Congress 
had no right to take this stock. 

There was also another view in which this sub- 
ject should be considered, and it was this: the 

uestion was not whether the trade that passed 
Lows the river Ohio should cease to beincom- 
moded by the obstruction at the falls—it was not 
whether the Government should make that im- 
provement, for the improvement was already 
made; the question was whether the United States 
should buy out the shares in the bank stock from 
individual stockholders, at.a price which must 
necessarily exceed the present market value of 
them. e said exceed, because the moment this 
bill passed, the price of shares would rise to the 
maximum. It has been urged asa just ground of 
complaint that the trade upon that river was 
heavily and unnecessarily taxed by the imposition 
of tolls. He was astonished to hear such an = 
ment made use of as a subjectof complaint. The 
trade on the Ohio river had been benefited already 
to a greater extent than any other channel in the 
United States. Repeated expenditures of public 





money had been made, for which the people there 
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floated on these waters had been promoted by large | 
and repeated expenditures of the public money, 

for which the Government received nothing in the 

shape of toils; and he believed he could safely 

aver that there was not an internal navigation in 

the whole Union, not a river, or a water course, 

upon whose bosom the produce of the farmer was 

carried to market subject to so few charges as upon 

the Ohio river. Look at the rivers of Virginia, of 

New York, and of other States; all the improve- 

ments had been effected by individual enterprise, 

and the farmer cheerfully paid his quota of taxa- 

tion. Look at the young State of Indiana, willing 

even to exhaust her resources in constructing the | 
great canal to Lake Erie. Besides, the United 

States had already subscribed one third of the 

whole stock to this canal, and the petitioners for 

the proposition before the committee had no just 

cause of complaint. 

There was also another point he thought worthy 
of consideration. There was no provision in the 
bill or the amendment making the navigation free, 
but it proposed to continue a tariff of tolls. Now, 
he would putit to the committee, who was to regu- 
Jate that tariff? At whose discretion was it to be? 
Supposing the tolls were insufficient to keep the 
canal in repair, who was to fix their rate? If too 
low, who should raise them; if too high, who was 
to depress them? This was perhaps compara- 
tively an unimportant question, but still it involved 
one of no little embarrassment, and one which, 
with him, if no other consideration presented 
itself, would induce him to vote against it. If 
considerations of a public character justified the 
purchase of the stock of this canal, make it a free 
highway, do it effectually at once, employ a 
superintendent, pay him a certain fixed salary, 
and pay all the needful expenses of keeping the 
work in repair. 

Entertaining, (said Mr. M.,) in conclusion, the 


opinions he did, that they had no right to become | 


the proprietors of this canal, and consequently no 
right to make the purchase; believing also that if 
they did no good would result, but, on the con- 
trary, the very moment that individuals ceased to 
be interested in it as their own private property, 
that very moment all security for that vigorous 


and constant attention which works of this nature || 


required would be lost; furthermore, considering 
that the projectors were entitled to all the benefits 
of the enterprise, and in fine that the burdens 
depicted were not such as the petitioners had a 
right to complain of, he could not vote for this 
bill in any possible form in which it might be 
presented. 


Mr. DENNY did not intend to enter into an | only in regard to the article to which he had re- || 


argument on the merits of the bill; but some 
remarks which had just fallen from the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] seemed to call for a 
reply. That gentleman contended that the Gov- 
ernment had no constitutional right to purchase 
this stock. If we had become proprietors in part, 
why could we not be so in full? If the constitu- 
tional right, as it had been so often expressed 
here by the other branch of the National Legis- 
lature and by the Executive, existed to become 
the owner of a part of the shares of this stock, 
what should obstruct the right to possess the 
whole? This principle he conceived to be dcfini- 
tively settled; and it was merely a question of 
expediency, of policy. Those who opposed the 
constitutional power of the Government to make 
appropriations for internal improvements had ever 
admitted the improvement of the navigation of the 
great rivers to be an exception to their general 
rule. This work, he contended, was truly and 
emphatically national, involving the vital interest 


of not only nine States, as had been suggested, but | 
Mr. D. alluded to the vast amount of | 


of eleven. 
freight paid by the West for the productions of the 
South and East, and showed by a tabular statement 


the tolls of some “— boats to be upwards of one | 
i e concluded by urging the | 
importance of the work to the western country, | 
and expressing a hope for the passage of the bill. | 


hundred dollars. 


Mr. HAWES did not wish to obstruct _unne- 


cessarily the passage of the biil; but in justice | . ¢ 
a | subject could be viewed, the propriety of the pas- 
|| sage of this bill was rendered obvious. He could 


to himself, he would claim the attention of the 


House for a few moments, for the purpose of ex- 
Plaining the vote he should give on this subject. 


had never been taxed one cent. The trade which 1 The Legislature of his State had, by perhaps 


a unanimous vote, requested him to vote for this 


| measure. He considered it improper for a member 


| of Congress thus circumstanced, to vote against 
| the wishes of his Legislature, upon light or trivial 


grounds. When the measure was intended to 
benefit his own State, he should not oppose it, 
except upon high considerations. It would prob- 


_ably appear strange, under these circumstances, 


| that he should oppose this bill. 
| theless do so upon grounds which he had always 
| assumed and maintained, namely, that it was im- 


He should never- 


proper for the General Government to appropriate 
money for improvements within the States. 
sides, the Government was incapable of carrying 


on and superintending this canal so as to produce | 
Pass this bill and | 


any practical good or benefit. 


Be- | 


pay the private stockholders their money, and | 
(said Mr. H.) the canal will be immediately de- | 


stroyed, and the navigation again impeded. In 
two years from the passage of such an act as the 
one proposed, the difficulties in passing the Falls 
of the Oiio would be equally as great as they were 


before the canal was made. Such was the history | 


of all the works made by the National Govern- 
ment. He would do no act calculated to destroy 


| or disturb improperly this important improvement. 
He could not, conscientiously, vote for this bill | 


for the reasons which he had assigned. 
Mr. PEARCE advocated the bill at considerable 
length. He combated the idea that it would form 


a precedent which would lead to the necessity | 


of purchasing the Dismal Swamp canal or any | 


other. 


And as to the New York canals, gentle- | 


men might be under no apprehensions of their | 
being offered to the Government, while they con- | 
| tinued to yield their present profits. In alluding to | 
the importance of improving the navigation of the | 


Ohio, Mr. P. referred to the circumstance of some 
of his fellow-townsmen in 1804, having sent hands 


| to Marietta to construct a ship, which would have 
proved a profitable speculation, had it not met with | 
an accident which rendered it useless in passing | 


the Falls of the Ohio. Mr. P., after considering 
some other objections, concluded by saying he 


| could see no impropriety in the passage of the bill, 


and he should have no objection to giving his vote 
in its favor. 


Mr. McCOMAS said, a large portion of his con- || 


stituents were interested in thiscanal. About two 
millions bushels of salt annually manufactured at 


| the Kenhawa saline passed the Falls of the Ohio, 


| either by way of the canal or otherwise. 


Great 


| embarrassments had been experienced, owing to 


| the obstructions in the river at this place. 


The 


| deleterious effects produced by them were felt not 


| ferred, but in relation to every article of produce 


| for the market below that point. 


raised above the Falls, and which was intended 
Any gentleman 


| who would turn his attention to the Ohio river, 
_ would at once see the peculiarly national character 


| 


| stance. 
| those works. 





of the improvement at the falls of the river. He 
was in favor of a strict construction of the Con- 
stitution on subjects of this character, but this was 


| a case which he considered presented no constitu- 


tional difficulty. 
His worthy friend and colleague [Mr. Mason] 


seemed alarmed lest we should be asked in some | 


future occasion to purchase the stock on various 
other works—the Dismal Swamp canal for in- 
There was certainly no analogy between 
The Dismal Swamp canal was 
twenty-nine miles in length, and connects itself 
with the Roanoke river—a stream full of cataracts 
and obstructions. If the works on the Ohio river 
were to be put down by comparisons of this sort, 
we might with equal propriety put down and de- 
stroy your light-houses, &c. 

Mr. McC. referred to the great extent of trade 
carried on through this canal. It was intimately 
connected with the best interests of the country. 
Even the Atlantic sea-board was deeply concerned 
in this improvement. Who were the individuals 
who passed down the Ohio river? For the most 
part, the poorer classes who emigrate to the west 
for the purpose of seeking homes, for themselves 
and their families. In every aspect in which the 


see no difference in purchasing the canal, from 


| 


! 
| 


1} 
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| the individuals who had made it, and an original 
| proposition to clear out the obstructions to the 
navigation. Besides, the Government was already 


astockholderinthecanal. This House possessed 
the power of judging for itself of the nationality 
of this improvement. The objections which 
might be interposed by the President were ob- 
viated by the fact, that a port of entry was estub- 
lished above the Falls of the Ohio, at Pittsburg. 
This would form no objection with him. 

Mr. McC. thought the passage of the bill justly 
due to the people inhabiting the western country. 
Very little of the pap of the Treasury had been 
distributed west of the Alleghanies for public 
improvements. In times of danger and peril, no 
portion of the people of this Union acted with 
more determined bravery—all they asked was a 
participation in the benefits which were extended 
to other sections of the country—that these benefits 
should not be confined exclusively to those dia- 
tricts where salt water flowed. Upon a full view 
of the subject, he could see no objection to the 
passage of the bill, and he hoped that it would 
receive the favorable consideration of the House. 

Mr. FILLMORE rose to put a question relat- 
ing to some legal points connected with the char- 
ter and officers of the company. 

Mr. POPE moved as an amendment to add 
at the end of the bill, ‘‘and pay the necessary 
charges and expenses of superintendence.” 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative. 

The bill was then laid aside. 


COMMISSIONER @F PENSIONS. 

On motion of Mr. WARDWELL,  ~ 

The committee then proceeded to consider the 
bill from the Senate for continuing the office of 
Commissioner of Pensions; which was read and 
laid aside. 
FAC SIMILE OF WASHINGTON’S ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. EVERETT moved that the committee 
proceed to consider the bill providing for the pur- 
chase of two hundred copies of the fuc simile ac- 
counts of General Washington; which was agreed 
to. 

The bill was then read and laid aside. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 

The committee then rose and reported the three 
bills to the House, without amendment. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, 

Mr. BARRINGER moved to strike out the 
enacting clause of the bill relative to the Louisville 
and Portland canal; which motion he advocated 
at some length. 

The bill was then, on motion of Mr. LYTLE, 
postponed till Monday next—ayes 107, noes not 
counted. 


The bill for continuing the office of Commis- 


| sioner of Pensions was next taken up, end an 
| additional section was offered by Mr. McKIM, as 
| an amendment; which was adopted. 


This bill, and that to purchase two hundred 


| copies of the fac simile of General Washington’s 
| accounts were then ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time to-morrow. 


Several unsuccessful motions were made to go 
into committee on various bills; when, 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 6, 1835. 


Mr. SHEPLEY presented the credentials of 
the Hon. JOHN RUGGLES, elected a Senator 
from the State of Maine, to supply the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of the i1on. Perse 
Spracve. 

Mr. RUGGLES having presented himself, the 
oath was administered, and he took his seat in the 








| Senate. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE NAVY DEPART- 
MENT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate acommunication from the Navy Department, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
relative to the claims of the owners of the private 
armed brig Neptune and Fox. 


ws 


ee 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


sious, reported a bill for the relief of Richard An- 
derson. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 


Senate directing an inquiry into the expediency 
of connecting the third and fourth judicial dis- 


j 
} 
i} 
} 
i 
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| officer; he wished justice to be rendered where it 


Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- || a 
| was condemned for extending facilities; now, he 








was due. Last year the head of that department 


was censured for withdrawing them. 
Mr. G. did not think the department had acted 


: || in compliance with either the reports of the ma- 
tee, to which was referred the resolution of the | I po 


|| jority or of the minority, but to meet the exigen- 


tricts, and to extend the benefits of the judiciary | 


system to the western States, reported a bill re- || to see if the censure was just. 


the report of the Postmaster General, made to the | 


organizing the judicial circuits of the United States, 
and connecting the two districts formed of the 


States of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, | 


and Maryland, into one district. 


on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of | 


John H, Bell, 
The said bills were severally read the first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 


! tions. 


nance, to which was referred the bill to authorize 
George Witman to import an iron steamboat, in 
detached parts, free of duty, reported the same 
with an amef&dment. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of the heirs of Lieutenant Colonel 
John Jamieson, and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject. 

ROADS IN ARKANSAS. 


On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill appropriating $20,000 to the completion 
of certain roads in the ‘Territory of Arkansas, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


PRESENTS FROM EMPEROR OF MOROCCO. 
On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 


Senate resumed the consideration of the joint res- 
olution providing for the disposition of a lion and 


| 


cies of the time. 

The President of the United States had been 
censured in the course of thisdebate. He wished 
Mr. G. read from 


President; also from the report of the majority of 


| the committee, showing the grounds on which the 


| President had founded his opinions. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, from the Committee || 


He thought 
no injustice had been done to the Senators from 
Louisiana. If they thought so, let them state to 
the Senate that they would have voted in favor of 
the grant. So far from that, he did not believe 
they would even vote for it now. 

The department had been accused of corrup- 


ment uncorrupt, and incapable of corruption. He 
feared for him at the commencement of the investi- 
gation; not from any suspicions of his integrity, 
but from perjury and misrepresentation. The 
order for investigation held outan invitation to all 
dissatisfied and ill-disposed contractors who had 
been dismissed or rejected. But to the honor of 
his countrymen, he was proud to say no one had 
been found to accuse the Postmaster General of 
corruption. Mr, G. said, in accusing the depart- 
ment of corruption, in general terms, the innocent 
was involved with the guilty. Distinctions should 
be made—the dishonest should be 
and then, in the language of the Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Preston,] the culprit might 


/be held up to the view. Mr. G. contended that 


two horses presented by the Emperor of Morocco | 


to the United States Consul at Tangiers. — 
The resolution was read the third time and 
passed. 


UNFAVORABLE REPORTS. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the petition of 
William W. Hall for arrears of pension, reported 
unfavorably upon the same, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of 
the same. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported unfavorably upon the petitions of Thomas 
Mullen and Willian) Mann, from the further con- 
sideration of which the committee were dis- 
charged. 


the term corruption was improperly applied where | 


there was no evidence that the individual accused 
had been profited. He thought mismanagement 
was severe enough. If there was corruption, he 


did net believe it attached to the head of the de- | 


partment. 

The Postmaster General (said Mr. G.) did not 
reverse the political maxim which considers all 
innocent until they are found guilty; which, per- 
haps, he ought to have done, and suspected all 


persons of having improper and selfish designs on | 
A thousand influences were 
brought to bear upon the interest of the contractor, | 


the department. 


of the inn-keeper, of the stage-driver, of the citizen 
who provided hay and oats, or chickens and butter, 


| for the support of those employed in this business; 


and, finally, by members of Congress. 


The Senator from New Jersey had told us the | 
people would not be satisfied with the turning out | 


of a single clerk. That Senator would not be 
satisfied with the turning out of a single clerk— 


| not with the turning out of the head of that depart- 


REORGANIZATION OF POST OFFICE DEPART= | 


MENT. 
The Senate resumed the consideration, as in 
Committee of the Whole, of the bill to change the 
organization of the General Post Office. 


submitted by Mr. GRUNDY, as an amendment, 
providing for payment of the debts of the depart- 
ment, which may be owing on the 3lst March, 
1835. 

Mr. GRUNDY rose, in support of the amend- 
ment, as this subject would be properly discussed 
only by those who have carefully examined it. In 
answer to the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Porrer,] made yesterday, 
he wished to say a few words That honorable 
Senator supposed, because he was no favorite of 
the present Administration, injustice had been 
done to his constituents, in regard to the route 
leading to New Orleans. This route had been 

articularly pointed out by the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee last session, and but one 
feeble voice raised in its favor, and that not from 
Louisians. Mr. G. read from the report of the 
majority several passages going to condemn this 
route, and this report was a favorite with the 
majority of the Senate. He was the only one who 
supported the conduct of the Postmaster General 


ment—not with turning out all the clerks in all 


the departments—not with the turning out of all | 


the heads of the departments—no, not even of the 


President of the United States; for then the Vice | 


President would turn himself in. 
Mr. G. contended that if Congress took away 


| the revenues of the department, they should also 
The question being on the sixteenth section, |, 


pay all just and honest debts. He was not dis- 
posed to trust to some future appropriation. It 
was better to do a thing while they were about it. 

Mr. LEIGH said he understood the report of 
the minority of the committee at the last session 
as a recommendation to pay the debts of the 
department. Butalthough he did not believe any 
such debts contracted as these had been, without 
authority of law, were binding on the United 
States, yet he thought that perhaps in point of 
policy the Government ought to pay the money, 
because it had received the benefit of it; and he 
designed to vote for such a proposition when the 
department should be placed upon a safe and 
secure foundation, But he did understand the 
honorable gentleman then to say that no proposi- 
tion was made or intended to be made for such an 
appropriation. Now, as to the payment of these 
debts, let a schedule be laid before the Senate, and 
if it should appear that they were bona fide debts, 
he would vote to pay the creditors of the depart- 
ment, but he would not vote it to the Post Office 
Department. For suppose one of these debts was 


on thatoccasion. Le wished to do justice to that '' a contract for extra allowances to Reeside or Rob- 
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Mr. G. thought the head of that depart- | 


ointed out; | 


February 6, 
| inson for services which were not performed. 
| Would anybody say it was right to pay a dett 
so manifestly unjust, and which any chancellor 

would order to be refunded? When he saw a 
schedule, and was satisfied of their honesty, he 
would vote a liberal appropriation to satisfy them. 

He would not make charges of corruption, but 
| whether the evils complained of had grown out of 
| want of vigilance, corruption, or any other cause, 
he must think it was not Obadiah who had tied all 
| these knots. 
Mr. EWING denied that there was anything 
| in the report of last year from which it could be 
| justly inferred that the committee condemned the 
| carrying of a daily mail between New Orleans and 
| Mobile as a waste of public money. He thought 
|| no such thing; he rather thought that the mails 
'| generally were not carried any too fast. Mr. E. 
‘| read from the report of the majority of last session, 
1 to show that the objection to those contracts was, 
that the Postmaster General made them by private 
| arrangements, instead of by a public letting, which 
poe open bidding. e said there were one 
| hundred and fifty failures in a year upon the route 
'| between Mobile and New Orleans, and yet $40,000 
|| & year were paid for carrying this asa daily mail. 
' And it appeared, too, that Mr. Obadiah B. Brown 
| was interested in that contract. Whether there 
| was corruption in this, he would not argue with 
the honorable gentleman. But why were these 
‘| failures? The mail ought to have been carried 
|| daily, and ought now to be so carried; but the 
payment for services which were never performed 
was what the committee condemned. Soif other 
payments which had been made by the department 
| for services which had not been rendered, had 
been reserved, and paid usefully for facilitating 
the mail, the committee would not have condemned 
them, the danger of paying which the honorable 
gentleman feared was certainly a groundless 
alarm; for not a single witness had testified against 
the department, but his testimony had been con- 
firmed by the documents in the department itself. 
| It was not the disposition of our people to get up 
a conspiracy against the head of the department, 
or any other person in it. It was with great diffi- 
culty that the truth could be got out of the wit- 
nesses, and when the officers were examined the 
committee had really to wring the testimony out 
of them. He thought when a public officer pecu- 
lated on the public funds, the eee did 
| arise that the public suffered to that amount, and 
it did not require negative proof to show that the 
public did not suffer. Mr. E. said he was under 
|| the impression, from the report of the committee, 
| that the specification of the sum necessary to 
relieve the department was to be considered as an 
| application for relief. He cared not how itcame, 
whether from the Postmaster General or the com- 
mittee, the purport was the same, and it was £0 
| believed by the majority of the committee. But 
as to the report, he admitted it did not produce 
conviction among the whole community—it was 
not expected it would do so. It was not till these 
|| things were examined that their enormity would 
| be observed. With regard to the appropriation 
| asked, he would state that there was a very large 








sum due to small contractors prior to January Ist, 

1834, many of whom were now nearly ruined, 
|| and now suppose this appropriation of $300,000 
| should be made, the large contractors, who had 
performed no service, would come in and sweep 
| it away, while the honest small contractors would 
| get nothing. The gross amount due to contractors 
| the Postmaster General said was about $400,000, 
| but the accountants employed by the committee, 

and they were as skilful as any in the District, 
| had made the actual sum only about $199,000. 
|| How then could we make a sweeping er 
| tionto pay them? But there were accepted drafts, 
|| too, in circulation, not paid, amounting to $160,000, 
|| but payable at a fature day, and in the aggregate 
| they amounted on the Ist of April last to $160,000, 
|-as he had stated. We could not then make an 
| appropriation. He hoped the amendment would 
| be rejected, and then, when sufficient data could 
'| be obtained, he would introduce a bill to Seare- 
| priate annually such sum as would be required for 


payment of the just and legal debts of the depart- 
| ment. 
1 Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not rise to extend 
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this discussion; on the contrary, if so young. | 
i 


member of the Senate as himself might be at 

erly toexpress such an opinion, it had already been 
too much extended. The biil before us was for 
the purpose of changing the organization of the 
Post Office Department. [ts most important pro- 
visions had received the unanimous approbation of 
the committee. 
ment of this bill was indispensable to the useful 
and successful operations of the department. It 
corrected the strange anomaly now existing that 
the same hands which received the public money 
were those which disbursed it; when it mtist be 
admitted that there could be no effectual security 
against abuses, but by imposing the duty of re- 
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Mr. BIBB rose to offer an amendment to the | 


to vote one cent from the Treasury to support | 


| the Post Office Department. But as these debts | 


It was not denied that the enact- | 


|| would come in as claims against the Government | 


| 


for services performed, under proper regulations, 
he would consent to the appropriation. 
Mr. B. then went on to pay a tribute of respect 


|| to the private character of the Postmaster General. 
|| He thought the good disposition and kindness of 
|| that officer had been laid hold of by interested and 


ceiving the money upon one class of officers, and | 


that of paying it out upon another. The main 


object was to adopt some measure to correct this | 
evil. The session was rapidly drawing to a close, | 
and unless we should pass this bill and send it | 


to the House of Representatives very soon, it | appropriation in a bill organizing the department. | 


could not become a law at the present session. | H 


He was ready to press on an examination of the 
principles involved in the bill, but not to a discus- 
sion of alleged abuses in the administration of the 


| first, and then he would think of making an ap- | 


selfish persons to further their own private inter- 
ests; thus abusing the goodness of the Postmaster 
General’s private feeling by the grossest imposi- 
tions. Mr. B. concluded by moving an amend- 
ment providing for the payment of the debts of 
the department out of the accruing postages. 

Mr. SOUTHARD said that the amendment did 
not obviate his difficulty. 
that the difficulty in his mind was in inserting an | 


e was in favor of organizing the department | 


| 


|| propriation when he saw where and how the | 


department, which he deemed out of place at | 


this time. There was a resolution on the table 


offered by the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. | 


Smitu,] on which, when it should come up, war 
might be waged on the one side as well as the 
other. But he would not engage in such discus- 
sion now, for another reason. 


W hen the reports | 


of the majority and the minority of the com- | 


mittee were presented and read, the Senate pre- 
sented the appearance of a ‘Sleepy Hollow.” 
With very few exceptions, not a Senator then 
present, paid that attention to them which their 


'dom in legislation was, to act for a single object | 
| by a single measure. 


importance required. He plead guilty himself: the || 
reports gave details which hedid not and could not | 


thoroughly understand from hearing them read. 
He had, therefore, determined to wait until he 
could see them in print, and until then, he should 
be unprepared to express an opinion on the sub- 
ject. So soon as he could get the printed reports, 
he would lay aside ali other business, and examine 
them carefuliy,and when he had done so, he would 
come to his own conclusions, which, on any pro- 
per occasion, he should express fearlessly. But 
there was another reason why we should have the 
reports before us. 
said both the reports agreed. 
facts, the majority and minority of the committee 
had drawn very different inferences. ‘To ascertain 
which was correct in their conclusions, would 
require amuch more minute and attentive examin- 
ation of all the circumstances attending each trans- 
action, than would have otherwise been necessary. 
Without saying any thing further, he hoped we 
would go on to discuss the bill, and leave the 
other subjects for another occasion. He would 


As to most of the facts, it was | 
But from the same || 


merely suggest to the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. | 


Ewine,] whether the debts due to the small con- 


tractors prior to the year 1834, which were | 


admitted to be honest, might not be provided for 
by this bill, even if he would consent to do noth- 
ing more. Their payment should no longer be 


under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the settlement of these claims. 

Mr. KANE said he could not vote for the 
amendment: by doing so, he might be voting to 


pay a debt, the consideration for which had en- | 


tirely failed—it might be to pay for the transpor- 


tation of the mail when it had never taken place. | 
Was it right, he inquired, to leave the ascertain- | 


ment of the debts to Congress, hereafter. Such 


a thing he deemed hopeless, unless Congress were | 


perpetually in session. He believed the ascertain- 
ment of the amount of the debts could be effected 
better by the Treasury Department than through 
the medium of a committee. He therefore offered 
the following amendment to the amendment: 


‘| counts; and every warrant for the. payment of || 


|| the mode of reorganization. 


| ment, and, when that w&s done, introduce-a bill 
| making an appropriation for its relief. Thatseemed || 


| acter? 


money was to be paid. 
Mr. WEBSTER said, a rule of practical wis- | 
The gentleman from Ten- | 
nessee, he thought, would have done well to have | 
made this proposition the subject of a distinct bill. | 
The Post Office Department required a substantial 
reorganization, and if mismanagement, or what- | 


ever else it might be called, existed there, and he | 


believed it was not denied, we should make pro- 
vision, first, for the reconstruction of the depart- | 


to him the proper course, and if so, why introduce | 
into this billa proposition of this extraneous char- 
What should hinder us from considering | 
this simple question of reorganization? The gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucuanan,] 
argued, and with great propriety, that the amount 
of the debts was not pertinent to the question of 
And he thought so | 


| too; but he carried the principle further—he 
| thought that the means of paying those debts were 


| was there anything more easy than to get a report | 
| from the department, with statements of the | 
| amount of its debts? 


| not so either, they were entirely distinct. 


The 
appropriation was a matter to be founded on esti- 
mates. The gentlemen on the other side of the 
House desired to provide for those honest men 
who were creditors of the department, and he felt 
every disposition to join them in this matter. But 


He hoped the honorable | 
gentleman [Mr. Grunpy] would not thus obstruct | 


| the progress of the bill, which he knew the gentle- | 


'man desired should pass, by the introduction of |, 
| this debatable matter. 


on to pay the debts in this way, it opened the || 


| 


Because, if we were called | 


whole question; and must we not inquire what | 
they were, how they were contracted, and the | 


|| true character of them? So far as they could be | 
|| discriminated, and shown to be just and honest, 


| he would cheerfully vote a sum sufficient to pay 
delayed. Certainly the gentleman could not be || th 


afraid to trust the commissioner to be appointed || 


them. 
Mr. GRUNDY said that he had but one object 


| in view, in all that he had advanced on this sub- | 


| was issued on accountof the General Post Office. || 


ject, and that was, that the department should be | 
He was very anxions that this pill should || 
| pass, if proper amendments were incorporated in 


paid. 


it, and he therefore withdrew the amendment. 

The 17th section (another of Mr. Grunpy’s | 
amendments) was then taken up. It provides | 
that the books of the Treasury, so far as relates | 
to the accounts of the General Post Office, shall | 
be kept separate and Cistinct from all other ac- | 


money for demands against the General Post | 
Office, shall express upon its face that the same 


|, * favor of contractors, in discharge of debts due to 
‘}amendment. He had come totheconclusion never | ‘ such contractors, for services which may have 


He stated, yesterday, |' 
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* been rendered prior to the time of drawing such 
* drafis.’’ 


After the word “ postmaster,” the words *‘ who 


‘| do not make deposites in bank’’ were inserted, at 


the suggestion of Mr. KNIGHT, and the section 
as amended was then adopted. 

The 19th section was next considered. It pro- 
vides that the Postmaster General shall report to 
Congress within the first ten days of each annual 
session, and specifies at length the various sub- 
jects upon which he shall report. The section is 
divided into four clauses. The fourth clause re- 
quires the Commissioner to report to the Post- 
master General the condition of the finances of 
the department. 

After being so amended, at the suggestion of 
Mr. WEBSTER, as to require the report of the 
Commissioner to be made to Congress, the section 
was adopted. 

The 20th section was next considered, in the 
following words: 

‘It shall be the duty of the Postmaster General 
‘to furnish to the deputy postmaster, at the ter- 
* mination of each route, a schedule specifying the 
‘times of arrival and departure at his office of each 
* mail; and also furnish a notice, in like manner, 
‘of any change or alteration in the arrivals and 
‘departures which may be ordered by him.”’ 

Mr. EWING moved to insert, after the word 
** mail,’’ the words ‘*a copy of which the post- 
master shall set up in some conspicuous place in 
his office;”?’ which, Mr. GRUNDY not objecting, 
was agreed to; and the section, as amended, was 


|| then adopted. 


The 21st and last section was then considered. 
It requires the postmaster at the end of a mail 
route, or at any other place where the time shall 
be designated at which the mail shall arrive, to 
subscribe an bath **that he will truly and faith- 
‘fully report to the General Post Office all failures 
‘to deliver the mail at his office at the times pre- 
‘scribed.”? Italso directs the Postmaster General 
to report to Congress, annually, each failure to 
deliver the mail where the same may be conveyed 
in steamboats, coaches, or stages, and the names 
of the contractors on whose routes the failures 
have occurred. 

Afier some immaterial amendments of form, 
this section was also adopted. 

{Mr. CLAY here, on leave, submitted a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion, authorizing the purchase of certain pictures 
for the President’s House was negatived. The 
motion being received, it was laid on the table.] 

The amendments having been gone through 
with— 

Mr. CALHOUN made some objection to the 
first sec:ion of the bill, which provides for the 
appointment of the Commissioner. He aleo 
thought the salary ought to be reduced from four 
thousand to three thousand five hundred dollars 
perannum. Mr. C. submitted an amendment to 
be inserted in lieu of the first section, as follows: 

‘* That the duties now performed by the Fifth 
‘ Auditor of the Treasury Department be, and 
‘the same are hereby, assigned to the Second 
* Auditor of the Treasury; and those now assigned 
‘to the Second, to the Third Auditor; and that 
‘the Fifth Auditor shall hereafter be known as 


|| the Commissioner of the General Post Office, and 
| ‘shall perform the duties hereby assigned, or 


‘which may hereafter be assigned, to said Com- 
* missioner.’’ 

After some conversation between Mr. CAL- 
HOUN and Mr. BUCHANAN on the subject, 
and before any action was had on the proposition, 

Mr. GRUNDY interposed a motion to adjourn; 
which prevailed; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


| After some explanation from Mr. GRUNDY, | 
| this section was amended so as to require such || 
|, warrants to be ‘signed by the Postmaster Gen- || 
eral and the Commissioner of the General Post || 
| Office;”’ after which it was agreed to. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 6, 1835. 


Mr. BAYLIES, from the Committee on Revo- 
lationary Claims, reported a biil for the relief of 
The 18th section, in the following words, was | the legal representatives of Tristam Coffin; which 
‘ing to the provisions of existing laws, shall be | then considered : | wes read twice and committed. 

‘paid by the Treasury of the United States.”’ || That the commissioner to be appointed under || Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 

Mr. GRUNDY accepted the amendmentas part | ‘ the provisions of this act, shall have power to | Private Land Claims, reported a bili supplemen- 
of his amendment. ' * transfer debts due from postmasters by drafts in | tary to the act entitled ‘*An act enabling theclaim- 


** That all the debts now due and owing by the 
‘Post Office Department for the actual transpor- 
‘ tation of the mail, or for money borrowed and ac- 
* tually applied on account of such transportation, 
‘ when ascertained, adjusted, and audited, accord- | 
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ants to lands within the limits of the State of {{ and Washington Arsenal, and any other posts or | made by law.”” The resolution to which I refer 
Missouri and Territory of Arkansas to institute || places in Virginia, Maryland, and the District of |, 


proceedings to try the validity of their claims,’’ || Columbia, to Pittsburg, and other posts in the 
approved May 26, 1824; which was read twice 
and committed, 

Unfavorable reports were made by Messrs. 
BANKS and FULTON, from the Committee of | 
Claims, upon petitions referred to said committee. | 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on || resolution of the 6th of January last, purporting to 

leave, by Messrs. MITCHELL, of Ohio, Mc- || authorize and instruct them to ascertain the amount 





Mr. McVEAN, on leave, submitted the follow- 
| ing resolution: 


| Columbia be directed to report to this House the 





-amount expended by said committee under the | 


| 
| western country. | 
| 
| 
| 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of | 


VEAN, McCARTY, and REYNOLDS, and | of fuel that might be necessary for the relief of the | 


appropriately referred. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. WISE, 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the || the color of authority derived from said resolution, 


expediency of establishing a post route from’ | ¢"¢ that said resulution be expunged from the Journal | 


Princess Anne, via Newtown, in Maryland, to of this House. . . 
Bioxom's tavern, in Virginia; and from Horn || Mr. EVANS moved the question of considera- 
Town, in Virginia, to Bloxom’s tavern, and from | 


tion. q 
Bloxom’s tavern, via Riley’s store, Caleb Broad- || Mr. HAMER asked for the yeas and nays; || 


water’s store, Jenkin’s bridge, Mesongo bridge, | which were ordered. 
Guilford,and Bagwell’s mill, to Drummondtown, Mr. McVEAN moved a call of the House. 
Accomack county, Virginia. | Negatived. 

On motion of Mr. RENCHER, Mr. McVEAN made an appeal to Mr. EVANS 


is not a legislative act, not having received the 
sanction of those bodies which constitute the Legig- 
lature, and which is indispensable to give it the 
character and the efficacy of a law. It was the 
mere declaration of this House, on a subject en- 
tirely a es the reach of its separate authority, 
and as wholly inoperative and void, in my opinion, 


as if it were the dictum of any individual member 


of this House, assuming to act in his official char- 
acter as a representative. 
{ understend that the amount expended under 


suffering poor of the city of Washington, and to _ that resolution is to be paid out of a fund which 
| place the same at the disposal of the Corporation | 
|| for that purpose; and also that said committee be | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | instructed to desist from further expenditure under | 


this House has now in its possession, or which it 
is hereafter to get possession of, to defray its con- 
tingent expenses. In other words, this House, 
having got possession of funds for certain specific 
purposes, it will, or can, by the application of 
physical force, divert them to other objects not 
originally contemplated, and thus attempt to evade 
the provision of the Constitution to which I have 
referred. 

It is, perhaps, proper, although the history of 


|| this House will show that it was liable to great 


| 


| 
i! 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs || &° withdraw his motion, in order that he might | 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of explain his reasons for offering the resolution. 
ywroviding by law for the relief of certain Choctaw ‘thd j dify it b 
Sadines, who claim to be entitled to reservations || “4 ome re oe as or at iti modity it Ad 
of land under the fourteenth article of the treaty || Withdrawing the latter clause. If it was so mod- 
of Dancing Rabbit Creek. | ified, he might withdraw his motion. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, of Kentucky, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | several gentlemen he had no objection to mudify 


his resolution, by striking out the latter clause. 


Wadesboro’, Calloway Court-flouse, Kentucky, 
via Humility, to the mouth of Sandy river, ‘Ten- 
nessee. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Ohio, question of consideration. 

Resolved, That so much of the petition of the Mr. WILDE renewed the question of consider- 
citizens of Zanesville, in the State of Ohio, as || ation. 
relates to the establishment of a port of entry, be | Mr. HAMER demanded the yeas and nays; 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and that || which were ordered. 
so much as relates to the improvement of the 
navigation of the Muskingum river, be referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. affirmative—yees 124, nays 54, 

On motion of Mr. CHINN, So the House determined to consider the reso- 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Public || lution. 
Buildings be directed to prepare and furnish to Mr. EVANS said, his objection to the resolu- 
this House an estimate of the cost of the Treas- tion was not founded on any opposition which he 
ury building, recommended by a select committee | might have to the general views of the mover, [Mr. 
of this House, if freestone be substituted for McVean,] for he was opposed to the practice 
granite. which had obtained in the House, of passing reso- 

On motion of Mr. KINNARD, lutions of that nature. But the emergency which 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | called forth the original resolution had gone by. 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | The money had been expended according to its 
expediency of establishing a post route from provisions; and to pass this resolution now, would 
Noblesville, in the eee . Monte- be a reflection on the proceedings of the House, 
zuma, Indiana,viaWestfield, Northfield, Lebanon, | 
Jamestown, and Rupeville. | If, oe _ eee Sexe ta 

. DICKINSON offered the following resolu- | ®@0P* the ame : . 

Py chiak, udder ie rule, lies one day: a arene ee a neme-nene. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required || ®™enémen! w  iaadinaeead. Santee aie, 
to communicate to this House the number of | Porting to, and let It read, 8 
cadets that have been educated at the Military | 
Academy at West Point; the number that joined | 
the army, and are now in its service; the sums | 
of money that have been appropriated for its | 
support, each year since 1802, up to this time. | 
Also, the number of professors now employed at | 


the institution. ; -q | principal object he had in view in offering his reso- 
The following resolution offered by Mr. PARKS, | jation. He believed the resolution to which the 


on the 3d instant, was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- | 


the latter clause, printed in italics. 


color of.’’ These words, Mr. E. considered ob- 
jectionable, as they seemed to convey a reflection— 
a censure;on the House. 


by the House without constitutional authority, and 


of Major Hartman Bache, of the reconnoissance | jn yiew was to elicit a declaration to that effect 


for a road through the northern frontier of the | from the House, that it might not hereafter be cited 

Se ne a! Deen nn | cae Wem He dined any stenense 
, cast any reflection upon the House, upo 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. DEN- | mover of the resolution, or on the committee who 

NY, on the 26th of January, was read, considered, | acted underit. He believed that all were governed 

= _— = ae chicane by re — = dviasdly ¢ ar 
esolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be | of such motives it was unadv passed. 

is hereby, requested to communicate to thie House | 

a statement of the amount paid annually, and the || of the 10th of January a manifest and palpable 


structing;’’ and also strike out the words ‘‘ under | 


one he had the honor to offer, referred, was passed | 


Mr. EVANS thought the gentleman had better | 


Mr. McVEAN said, that at the suggestion of | 


The question, ** Will the House consider the | 
resolution?’’ was then put, and decided in the | 


{ 


which he deemed unnecessary and uncalled for. || 


Mr. McVEAN said that he could not accept of || 
the amendments offered by the honorable member | 
| from Maine, because he would thereby defeat the | 





Sir, (said Mr. McV.,) I consider the resolution 


abuse—that each House of Congress should have 
a fund set apart to defray its contingent expenses. 
We want everything that will facilitate us in the 
business in which we are engaged in maturing 
laws; but, what member of the House will assert 
that furnishing fuel to the poor of this city is an 


| expense contingent to the legislation of this House? 
| The proposition is too absurd to find an advocate 


any where. And yet, upon this absurdity rests 
the authority for the passage of that resolution. 
Sir, if this House have the power by resolution to 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | After some remarks between Mr. SPEIGHT | appropriate money to farnish the poor of this city 


expediency of establishing a post route from | o14 the CHAIR, on a point of order, Mr. Mc- | with fuel, it has also the power to feed and clothe 


VEAN modified his resolution by striking from it || 


them, and to educate them, which also includes 
the power of establishing hospitals, asylums, and 


Mr. EVANS withdrew his motion, asking the | schools. Sir, there is no such thing as disguising 


the fact that this House has assumed on itself the 
exercise of power which constitutes one of the 
highest suslaies of the Legislature, and that the 
resolution which it passed is wholly null and 


| void. 


I am aware that it may be said that this is a 
laudable affair; and that the deed of which I com- 
plain, as a breach of the Constitution, does of itself 


| constitute a deed of charity to the poor of this 


city; and that, therefore, the matter ought not to 
be disturbed. Had I consulted my inclination only, 
I might have yielded to such suggestions; but a 


_ sense of duty had prompted me, however ungra- 
| cious it may appear, to offer the resolution which 


I have had the honor to submit. I have yet to 
learn that this House will consider it a small affair 
| that the Constitution has been violated, or that 
_Charity’s ample folds will cover or cure its breach. 
| The House owed it to itself to declare its opinions 
on this matter, even although it might be impli- 
| cated thereby; and if we are to indulge in charity, 
let it be that charity which is according to law. 

Mr. CHINN said it was due to himself and to 
the committee, to make a brief statement to the 
House. For himself, he would say that he voted 
against the original resolution of the House, be- 
| cause, however much his feelings might have been 
| enlisted, he did not consider himself aythorized to 
| vote for it. For the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, he would say, that when the original 
_ resolution of this House was taken up by the com- 
mittee and considered, they found that the direc- 
tionto them was positive, that they had no discre- 
tion, except as to the assortment; that they had no 
| right to disregard the posilive command of the House. 
| They therefore made the proper inquiry of the city 
authorities, and upon receiving an answer showing 


’ \ || an appalling degreeand extent of distress, and that 
quested to communicate to this House the report | he frankly confessed that the main object he had | 


one hundred and fifty cords of wood were wanted, 
the committee directed them to draw upon the 
Clerk of this House for fifty cords upon two 
| Occasions, amounting in all to one hundred cords. 
_ This was during the recent season of intense cold. 
| Since that the committee had done nothing, nor 
did he believe that they intended to do more 
_ under that resolution, which was for ** immediate 
| relief.’? 

|. Mr. McKENNAN remarked that it seemed to 
| him that the gentleman from New York was too 





price per year, during the last five years, for the || violation of the Constitution. The Constitution | late to effect any good purpose by his proposi- 


transportation of arms, and all other military and || provides ‘* that no money shall be drawn from the 
public stores, from Harper’s Ferry, Baltimore, |) ‘Treasury but in consequence of appropriations 








tion. It would have been, perhaps, in good time, 
| when the resolution was first before the House, 
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it had been adopted by the House, and the com- | 
mittee had acted upon it, and the suffering poor i 
had been relieved, 1t seemed to him to be an idle | 

roposition to entertain the House upon a subject || 
ofthis kind. They had heard what had been done || 


and before any action was had upon it. But after | A bil 


| others; 
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A bill for the relief John J. Avery; 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Gatlin; 

A bill for the relief of Theodore Owens; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 


by the chairman of the Committee on the District, | Thomas Clements, deceased; 


Mr. Curnn;] the committee had distributed one 
hundred cords of wood in the whole, the propor- 
tion of which was only sixteen cords to each ward 
in the city. The accounts of distress which had 
reached the committee had been heart-rending, | 
and he apprehended if the gentleman from New || 
York had heard them also, his difficulties and | 
scruples would have been dissipated. He would 





| 





| 


| cival; 


A bill for the relief of S. M. Wall and H. Per- 


A bill for the relief of Shubael Conant; 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 


| of Aaron Smith; 


A bill for the relief of Thomas Ball; 
A bill for the relief of Richard H. Lee; 
A bill for the relief of William Hascall and 


state an instance of a single family that came un- | others; 


der the notice of the committee. ‘This family con- || 
sisted of fivechildren, besides the two parents. The || 
old gentleman was lying on a bed of sickness—no, | 
not on his bed of sickness, because he had not the | 


A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Breed; 

A bill for the relief of George Davenport; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Butman; 

A bill for the retief of the children of Dominick 


means of procuring anything but a bag of straw, || Lynch; and 


and in order to keep himeelf from freezing, the bed | 
was cut open, and he was thrust in it up to the | 
neck! That family, in all probability, by the re- | 
lief extended by that Héuse, under the resolution 
in question, were kept from being frozen to death. 
He should not detain the House by any argument | 
on the subject. The gentleman from New York 
did not urge his constitutional scruples at that || 
time, and his proposition to expunge the resolu- || 
tion now came too late, and it was a waste of time 
to discuss it. Besides, the committee, so far as 
Mr. McK. understood, did not intend to proceed | 
further, and were then ready to report what they | 
had done to the House. Believing then, thatthis | 





A bill for the reliefof John Frazer & Co. 
BILLS CONSIDERED. 
The House, on motion pf Mr. BROWN, went 


| into Committee of the Whole (Mr. Gorpon in 
the chair) upon the following bills reported by the 
|| Committee on Invalid Pensione: 


A bill for the benefit of John Cullins; 
A bill granting a pension to Amasa A. Tifft; 
A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds and 


| John Casey; 


A bill for the relief of Josiah-Westlake; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Janvier; 
A bill for the relief of Josiah H. Brown and 


discussion was altogether a waste of time, he || John Conkin; 


| 


moved to lay the resolution upon the table. | 
Before the question was put by the Chair, 
Mr. BROWN moved for the orders of the day, || 
which being agreed to, the motion to lay the reso- | 

lution of Mr. McVEAN on the table lies over. 
\| 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the | 


following communications: \| 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in response || 
to a resolution of the House, relative to certain || 
roads in the Territory of Michigan. Laid on the || 
table and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in || 
answer to a resolution of the 31st ultimo, relative || 
to acompromise of the claim of ‘Thomas H. Smith || 
& Co. Referred to the Committee on the Judi- |, 
ciary and ordered to be printed. 

A report from the Secretary of the Treasury in || 


| Morgan; 


A bill to restore to certain invalid pensioners 


|| the amount of pension by them relinquished; 


A bill for the relief of Enoch Blaisdell; 
A bill granting pensions to certain persons 


|| therein named; 


A bill granting a pension to John F. Wiley, and 


|| increasing the pension of George Fields; 


A bill granting a pension to William Slocum; 
A bill granting a pension to William Wilges; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel M. Asbury; 

A bill granting a pension to Francis F. &:. Cuir; 
A bill for the relief of the invalid pensioners 


|| therein mentioned; 


A bill granting a pension to Joseph Meade; 
A bill granting a pension to Luke Voorhise; 
A bill granting a pension to Colone! Gideon 


A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Leslie; 
A bill granting pensions to William Baden and 


conformity with a resolution of the House of the || James Harrington; 


3d March, 1797, exhibiting the amount of duties | 
accruing, and drawback payable, on the several 
articles imported into the United States, and re- | 
exported therefrom, during the years ending on | 
the 30th December, 1831, 1832, and 1833; which | 
was laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 
BILLS PASSED. 

=~ following bills were read a third time and 

ssed: 

A bill for the removal of the land office from || 
Wapaghkanetta to Lima, in the State of Ohio; 

A bill to authorize the sale of certain lands be- 
longing to the University of Michigan; 

A bill prescribing the punishment of consuls, || 
commercial agents, and others, in certain cases; | 
one bill for the relief of Lieutenant Mervin P. | 

ix; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Butler; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Swain; 
; 2 bill for the relief of the heirs of William Pol- 
ard; 

A bill for the relief of Sutton Stevens; | 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., of | 
New York; 

A bill for the relief of Job Barton; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel H. Doxey; 

A bill for the relief of John Herrick; 

A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 

A bill for the relief David Kincaid; 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Smith, and 








others; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott, and the 
other heirs of James Abbott, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Matthew C. Perry; 

A bill for the relief of E. R. Shubrick, of the 
United States Navy; - 


{ 
\ 





A bill for the relief of John Ashton; 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim F’. Gilbert; 

A bill granting a pension to Isaac Carter; 

A bill granting a pension to John Gerodelle; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Shelmerdine; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Morton; 

A bill to increase the pension of Origen Eaton; 

A bill granting a pension to John W. Cox; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Swartwood; 

A bill granting an arrearage of pension to Ed- 
ward Nicholson; 

A bill for the relief of Abraham E. Boutwell 
and David Pearson; 

A bill granting a pension to Robert Lucas; 

A bill for the relief of George McFadden; 

A bill for the relief of John Moore; 

A bill granting a pension to Simeon S. Morrill; 

A bill for the relief of George C. Seaton; 

A bill granting a pension to Larned Swallow; 

A bill granting a pension to John Bryant; 

A bill granting a pension to Noah Miller; 

£r bill placing Captain Cole, a Seneca chief, on | 
the pension roll; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Holland; 

A bill for the relief William Keller; 

A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobb; 


A bill granting a pension to Lambert L. Van || 


Valkenburg; 
A bill granting a pension to Isaac Eckright; 
A bill for the relief of William C. Beard; 
A bill for the relief of Elijah Tate; 
A bill for the relief of Jacob Stewart; 
A bill for the relief of Elijah Blodgett; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Simpson; and 
A bill for the relief of Thankful Randall. 
The committee rose, reported the bills to the 
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SS = - . : ; : 
for the relief of Riddle, Becktel, and | House, when the amendments to a portion of them 
| were agreed to, and they were ordered to be en- 
| grossed and read a third time to-morrow. 


The House went again into Committee (Mr. 


Mercer in the chair) on the following bills: 


A bill for the relief of Colonel Daniel Newnan; 
A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett; 
A bill for the relief of Peter Doxtator and Jacob 


Weaver; 


A bill for the relief of John Dal, of Maine; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Meachum; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 


Samuel Southerland; 


A bill for the relief of Timothy Jordan; 

A bill for the relief of David Page; 

A bill for the relief of Walter Phillips; and 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth May. 

The committee rose, reported the bills to the 
House, and they were ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time to-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Ohio, the 


| Committee of the Whole were discharged from 


the further consideration of the bill to authorize 
the survey of certain lands adjacent to the canal 
reservoir on Licking Summit, in the State of 
Ohio. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to order the bill to be engrossed 
at this time. It was objected to. 

The amendments heretofore reported from the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill for the relief 
of Stephen Chittenden, were concurred in, and the 
bill ordered to be engrossed. 

The amendment heretofore reported from the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill for the relief 
of Colonel William Lawrence, was considered, 
and, after some remarks by Messrs. THOMAS, 
of Louisiana, MILLER, PARKER, EVANS, 
HUBBARD, BURGES, MASON, of Virginia, 
and HEATH, disagreed to. 

Mr. HUBBARD moved a further amendment, 
providing that the pension to Colonel Lawrence 
should take effect and commence from July, 
1831. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG demanded the yeas and 
nays on this amendment; which were ordered, and 
were—yeas 90, nays 60. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, as amended. 


On motion of Mr. McKIM, 
The House adjourned. 
IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 7, 1835. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill supplementary 
to an act authorizing the Territory of Florida to 
construct certain canals therein named. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill authorizing certain railroad com- 

anies to construct roads through the lands of the 
United States; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave, introduced 
a bill providing for the erection of a light-house 
at Mobile Point, and for placing buoys near the 


same. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 
directing an inquiry to be made into the propriety 
of making further appropriations for arming the 


| fortifications of the United States, reported a bill 


for the purpose; which was read, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the 

| Library, reported the joint resolution directing 


|| certain medals to be struck in honor of the officers 


| engaged in the defence of Fort St. Stephens, with 
|| an amendment. 

Mr. McKEAN and Mr. WAGGAMAN pre- 
sented petitions of a private nature; which were 
appropriately referred. 
| The bill for the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

The bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch; and 

The bill making an appropriation to complete 
certain roads in the Territory of Arkansas, were 
severally read the third time and passed. 
| The bill, in addition to the act for the relief of 
'| the heirs of George Hurlburt, deceased, was read 
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the second time as in Committee of the Whole; | additional section to the bill, ** That it shall be the 
| *duty of the Postmaster General to enter into a 


when, after some remarks between Messrs. 
SMITH, LEIGH, WHITE, HILL, and KING, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 


‘contract for carrying a daily mail between New 


| * Orleans and Mobile.’’ 


Upon this proposition a discursive debate en- 


| sued, 


blic Lands, to which ferred the petition | , 
Pag pa ate gle ncaa y was unfavorable to a daily mail between Mobile 


of H. H. Hall, relative to the location of Virginia 
military land warrants, reported unfavorable upon 


the same, and the committee were discharged from | 


the further consideration of the subject. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- | 


tee, to which was referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of James M. Tuttle, reported the 
same without amendment. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, to which was referred the memorial from the 
Legislature of Illinois, praying a relinquishment 
of the 16th section and the entry of other lands in 
lieu thereof for the use of schools, reported unfa- 
vorably upon the same, and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Sally Rotate and others, legal representatives of 
Colonel William Crawford, deceased; which was 


read the first time, and ordered to a second read- | tio 
|| pose of inducing Louisiana to send Senators here 
| who would support the Postmaster General. No 


ing. 
BILL TO REORGANIZE THE POST OFFICE 


; DEPARTMENT. 
On motion of Mr. EWING, the Sevate resumed 


the consideration of the bill changing the organi- || 


zation of the General Pust Office, when Mr. 
CALHOUN withdrew the amendment he sub- 
mitied yesterday. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend the bill by | 
striking out $4,000, the compensation given to the 
Commissioner, and inserting $3,500. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the amend- 
ment by returns the salary to $3,000 per annum. 

Mr. 


salary, with the Auditors of the Treasury; and he 


The salary was quite sufficient, and it must be 
perceived by Senators that the time was very near 
when all the Auditors would be put on the same 
footing. 

Mr. Wricur’s proposition was agreed to. 

Several unimportant amendments were then 
made to the second, third, fourth, and fifth sec- , 
tions, when 

Mr. EWING moved an amendment, requiring 
the books in the General Post Office, appropri- 
ately belonging to the Commissioner’s office, to be 
delivered up to that officer on the 16th of March 
next, and requiring the Postmaster General to 
** deliver to the Solicitor all books and papers in 
* the Post Office, or copies or extracts therefrom 
‘ relative to suits brought, and a statement of all 
‘matters in suit and all judgments remaining 
* unsatisfied;’’ which were agreed to. 


The 12th section prohibits any additional com- 
pensation from being made toany mail contractor 
for additional services in carrying the mail upon 
any mail roule, so as to increase the compensation 
to more than double the net amount of postages 
received on the route, &c. 

Mr. EWING moved to amend this section by 
inserting after the word ‘ route,” in italics, these 
words: ** which shall have been established for 


Mr. SOUTHARD opposed it, not because he 
and New Orleans, for he thought there ought to 
be one transported there. But his difficulty was 
in selecting any particular route where there should 
be a daily mail carried, and introducing it into this 


bill. He thought it ought to be incorporated in a 


particular bill, and unless this was a very griev- 


| ous case, he would be opposed to it. 


Mr. PORTER admitted there was some incon- 
gruity in incorporating a provision like this in a 
general law, but he hoped the Senate would con- 
sent to introducing it when his reasons were heard. 


If the subject had been left to the Postmaster 
|General, to do as he had done for nine months 


| would be cut off. 


past, they had nothing else to look for but con- 


| tinued interruption; for, by the bill, no change 


could be made in any contract upon a route which 
was of ten years’ standing, and therefore this route 
Incongruities should yield to 


general utility and public necesgity. The mail 


| was now carried only three times a week, and he 


believed this interruption was done for the pur- 


other part of the whole country, it appeared, 


| could be selected for making retrenchments upon, 


but this one. Mr. P. then recurred, at some 
length, to the President’s letter to the people of 


| New Orleans, and the allusions made therein to 


| himself and his colleague. 


When Mr. P. con- 


| cluded, 





Mr. LINN said, if the amendment should pass, 
and he was not in favor of it, he would then pro- 
pose another to carry the mail daily from Louis- 


| ville to St. Louis—he did not wish to embarrass 


ill, but if this as 
RIGHT eaid he was desirous of putting || the bill, but if this passed he would feel it his 


this officer on the same grade, as regarded the || 


duty to offer the one he suggested. 
Mr. WAGGAMAN said the honorable gentle- 


oo | man had not taken a just view of this amendment. 
saw no reason for the distinction between them. || 


New Orleans was the only commercial place which 
had been made the victim of the curtailment of 
the expenses of the Post Office Department. The 
important commercial relations of that city made 


| it indispensable that a regular daily mail should 
| be kept up. 


The exports from that city alone, in 
1835, would be $50,000,000, and in ten years it 
would be doubled. This fact would present to 


| the Senate the necessity of an unrestrained daily 
| intercourse between that city and the North. This 
| was the object of his colleague’s amendment, and 
| it occurred to him that New Orleans should be 


| made an exception. 
| Louis should have sp privileges, if it had as 


i 


| imperative claims. 


He was willing that St. 


he necessity of a daily mail 


| from Mobile to New Orleans was self-evident. 


| 


| tion of the mail. 


The amount of postages which were taken in the 
latter city was about $46,000, while $40,000 only 
was estimated to be sufficient for the transporta- 
Why not grant it then? They 


' asked nothing unreasonable, but only that what 
| they paid into the Treasury might be appropri- 


ated for their use. 
Mr. BIBB said he should vote for the proposi- 


| tion, notwithstanding the objection of the honora- 
| ble gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Sournarp.] 


Mail routes were established by Congress, and the 


| question now was, whether, if it was manifestly 


ten years before the execution of his contract.” || 


This amendment was also agreed to. 


The 12ch section further provides that ** when 
‘any extra service shall be ordered, the amount 
‘of the allowance therefor, in dollars and cents, 
* shall be signified in the order for such service, 
‘and be forthwith entered upon the books of the 
* General Post Office.”’ 

Mr. EWING moved to add to this, “and no 
‘addiiional compensation shall be paid for any 
* extra services ordered before the issuing of such 
‘ order and the making of such entry;” which was 
agreed to. 


Several unimportant amendments were made 


proper that the mail should be transported a cer- 
tain number of times on a particular route, it was 
the duty of Congress so to direct. He thought it 
was. Could there be any more doubt thata daily 


| mail was as necessary between Mobile and New 


Orleans as between the seat of Government and 
New Orleans, and between Washington and New 
York or Philadelphia? If it was self-evident that 


| it was important to have a daily communication 


in other sections of the bill, on motion of Mr. | 


EWING, when 


Mr. PORTER moved an amendment as an |! 


between New York and New Orleans, and the 
Postmaster General would not establish it, ought 
itnotto bedone? It was said he would not estab- 
lish it, but that it was only tri-weekly. Then he 
thought a provision for the purpose ought to be 
introduced into this bill, and he would go for any 
other similar proposition where the propriety of 
it was as manifest as this was. 


Mr. GRUNDY remarked that, having given his 
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Opinions very fully yesterday, he would not cq 
anything to-day on the general topics connecteg 
with this bill. But if there had been any person 
more consistent than another in favor of this mail 
being carried daiiy he wasthat man. He always 
was in favor of it, and reported favorably upon jt 
last year. He thought there should be a regular 
daily mail between New Orleans and the eastern 
States. But sucha caseasthis never had occurred 
in our legislation before. Congress had néver yet 
said when and how the mail should be conveyed 
from place to epee. He believed there was one 
instance in which Congress had authorized the 
employment of a steamboat for that purpose. He 
was very unwilling to see this special kind of 
legislation. The object was certainly a desirable 
one; but if this proposition was agreed to, the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri would also 
make out his case, and perhaps a very strong one, 
and how could you refuse it? And another and 
another would then be presented, and how could 
you refuse the accommodation? Let this be estab- 
lished as a precedent, and other applications would 
be irresistible. It would also be trenching upon 
one of the great principles of this bill, which re- 
quired the Postmaster General not to extend the 
expenditures of the department beyond its reve- 
nues. And when, by legislating, you encroached 
upon this principle, you destroyed hia responsi- 
bility. He agreed that this daily mail was proper, 
and ought to be established; but he hoped it would 
be done in the ordinary way. 

Mr. SOUTHARD thought it important that 
this should be a daily mail route; and if it could 
not be done otherwise Congress ought to direct it. 
But we might command the Postmaster General, 
and still it would not be done. But his difficulty 
was that this was not the proper place to introduce 
it; it should be inserted in a bill establishing post 
routes. Such a bill, he had no doubt, would be 

assed at this session—there were petitions for it 
oth here and in the other House; and it would 
be easy to say in that bill that there should be a 
daily mail between Mobile and New Orleans. 
He assured the gentlemen from Louisiana that, in 
some form or other, he would give them his utmost 
exertions to carry such a proposition through. 

Mr. EWING said he agreed with tne honor- 
able Senators from Louisiana, that a daily mail 
between New Orleans and Mobile was highly 
necessary. And he also agreed with the other 
Senators, [Messrs. Grunpy and Sournarp,] that 
this bill should not be encumbered with unneces- 
sary provisions. There was another objection: 
this bill must yet pass through the other House, 
where, if it was sent loaded with encumbrances, it 
would be impossible to get through this session— 
and it was of the utmost importance that it should 
be passed. 

he question being upon the amendment, Mr. 
WAGGAMAN asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. PRESTON explained his reasons for voting 
against the amendment. An important proposi- 
tion (said Mr. P.) had been but yesterday with- 
drawn to prevent everything unnecessary from 
being incorporated in the bill; and he was opposed 
to this amendment on the same ground. 

The question was then put; and decided in the 
negative—yeas 8, nays 33; as follows: 

EAS—Messrs. Bibb, Black,Mangum,Moore, 
Poindexter, Porter, Robbins, and Waggaman—8. 

NAYS —Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buchanan Cuth- 
bert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, 
Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, Kent, King of 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, 
McKean, Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, White, 
and Wright—33. 

Several other unimportant amendments were 
then made, so as to conform to others inserted in 
the examination of the bill, and it was then reported 
to the Senate as amended. 

The question being then put on all the amend- 
ments collectively, they were agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, then moved further to 
amend the bill in that part which prescribes the 
mode of letting contracts. His proposition was 











that proposals should be handed in sealed, which 
should then be regularly numbered, and when 
opened it should be done in presence of the bid- 
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ders; also, that all combination or consolidation 
bids should not be received. 

After some remarks between Mr. EWING and 
Mr. KING, the amendment was rejected, on a 
division—yeas 18, nays 19. 

Mr. EWING then adopted a 

KING’S proposition, and moved it as an amend- 
ment, as bllows: “each route t¢ be bid for, sepa- 
rately, and separate contracts executed for each 
anes bid, and every proposal shiall be handed 
in sealed. 
Mr. WRIGHT inquired, whether it had occur- 
red to gentlemen that this amendment would very 
much increase the price of mail transportation. 
He had made an inquiry of the former Postmaster 
General, when he was in office, with e view to this 
subject, and he was then informed that such would 
be the effect of so sirict a measure. 

Mr. EWING could not say that it would not 
have the effect of increasing the cost of transporta- 
tion. But if there were fairness in ebnsoliaation 


bills, it would not have that effect. And hethought || 


Yet, || The question being on the engrossment of the | 


it would not in fact increase the expense. 
such was the confusion and uncertainty which 

revailed in existing contracts of this kind, that it 
was better there should be an increase of expense, 
than this evil should be continued. 


Mr. GRUNDY said that this was a subject on | 
which he had found more difficulty in his own || 


mind than any other. It was an evil; but the 


difficulty was to save the department, and at the || 
same time obviate theinconvenience. He thought | 
it would have the effect of increasing the expense | 


of carrying the mail, but that was better than the 
cause of complaint. 


TON,and SHEPLEY, in favor of the amendment, 
and by Mr. WRIGHT against it. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN asked the yeas and nays 
upon its adoption; which were ordered; and the 
question was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
41, nays 2; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, || 
Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing, | 


Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 


Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, | 


Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, W hite—41. 
NAYS—Messrs. Tallmadge and Wright—2. 


Mr. EWING then moved a further amendment 
to the bill, that ‘‘ immediately after the lettings the 
books containing the register of the bids shall be 
opened for inspection;’’ which was agreed to. 

Mr. SHEPLEY then offered a further amend- 


ment ‘* that if any person bid for different routes, | 
‘ separately, which are connected with each other, || 


‘and shall not obtain the principal route, he may 
‘ decline the subordinate route, and it shall be let 
‘ out again.”’ 


Mr. BUCHANAN thought there was no) 


ground of apprehension on this subject. The great 
mail contractors would drive all the small contrac- 
tors from the public roads of the United States. 
And although it would not be known to the depart- 


ment, their bids would be known to each other. | 


There would be combinations as well for the little 
as the great routes, and then they would transfer 
to each other. This would be the result in prac- 
tice. It would be as it was now, with this differ- 
ence, that it would not be known at the depart- 
ment. ‘ 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. POINDEXTER then offered a further 
amendment providing that if any deputy postmas- 
ter shall at any time refuse to deliver, or shall detain 
any letter, newspaper, periodical, or other paper, 
transmitted through the mail, with intent to pre- 
vent the same from duly reaching the person to 
whom it is directed, he shall forfeit a penalty not 
exceeding five hundred dollars, and undergo an 


imprisonment not exceeding six months, be dis- 


missed from office, and be ever afterwards incapa- 
ble of holding the office of deputy postmaster. 
After some coriversation between Messrs. ROB- 


INSON, POINDEXTER, BIBB, and PRES- 


TON, apon the proposed amendment, it was 
agreed ‘ at , 


rtion of Mr. | 
|| After some explanation from Mr. KING of the | 


i 


amendment as an additional section to the bill, 


| Mr. KING, of Georgia, then offered a further | 


| 


|| which was to prohibit mail contractors from put- || 


ting coaches for the conveyance of passengers upon 
other routes, in opposition to the coaches of the 
regular mail contractor on such route. 


i} 
| 
ii 


\| object of the amendment, 
|| Mr. WRIGHT asked the yeas and nays upon 
|| its adoption; which were ordered, and are as fol- 
|| lows: 
|| YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Calhoun, Cuthbert, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, 
| Mangum, Moore, Poindexter—10. 
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ings of this House for amorning paper of this city, 
while a gentleman by the name of Burr was em- 
ployed in preparing those maps for the Committee 


| on the Post Office and Post Roads, which it was 


|| the peculiar duty of the draftsman of the House to 


perform. What would be the extra expense thus 
incurred, he knew not; but presumed it would 
exceed fifteen hundred dollars. Lie saw no ne- 


| cessity for continuing this office if it was neces- 


|| NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Buchan- | 
| an, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Grun- | 
| dy, Hendricks, Hill, Kent, Knight, McKean, || 


Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, 
|| Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
|| Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White, Wright--33. 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 


| 
| 


| bill for a third reading, 


| were ordered, and are as follows: 


|| Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Morris, 


| Smith, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tom- 
Wright—44. 

NAYS—None. 
|| So the question was unanimously determined in 
|| the affirmative. 


| Monday next he would ask leave to introduce a 
| bill directing a daily mail to be run from Mobile to 
New Orleans. 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satrurpay, February 7, 1835. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
/and Canals, reported a bill to provide for the 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| sas, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
| and committed. 

Mr. MERCER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide for the improvement of 
the harbor of Clinton river, in Michigan Territory, 

| and for other purposes; which was read twice and 
| committed. 





| mitted. 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, made a report accompanied 


\| ocean and South sea; which was read twice and 
| committed, and, together with the report, ordered 
| to be printed. 


DRAFTSMAN OF THE HOUSE. 


| lowing resolution: 





|; and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


} Naudain, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, || 


Mr. EWING asked the yeas and nays; which 


|linson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster White, | 
Some further remarks were made by Messrs. || a tate 58 ; ; 


WEBSTER, KING of Georgia, BIBB, PRES- | 


| 
j 
1} 
| 
1} 


i} 
| 


sary to employ another individual to perform its 
duties, while the incumbent was employed as a 
reporter for a newspaper. His attention had 
been drawn to the subject by the fact that Mr. 
Burr had been employed to execute the necessar 

maps required by the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. He could not remain silent, 
and see such a wasteful and prodigal expendi- 
ture of the public money, without interposing 
an objection. He was aware of the facility with 
which the hangers on of this House manage to 
put their hands into the public Treasury. He 


| considered himself, and every member of this 


| 
| 
| 
| 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Brown, | 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing, Freling- | 
huysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, | 


| Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, || 
|| Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, | 


House in the capacity of a guardian of the public 
treasure, and he felt the same obligation to take 
care of it, that he would to take care of the estate 
of minors for whom he had been legally ap- 
pointed the guardian. The maps required by the 


| committees of the House, he was satisfied, could 


be procured at less expense than the sum now 
paid. In conclusion, he could see no good reason 
why another person should be employed to do 
this work while the regular officer of the House, 
instead of attending to his duties, was engaged as 


| a reporter of its proceedings. 


Mr. McKENNAN admired the spirit of econ- 


| omy which seemed to actuate the gentleman from 


Georgia, [Mr. Scutey.}] He was bound to sup- 


| pose that the resolution was solely dictated by 


_ considerations of economy. 


bj y 
Mr. WAGGAMAN then gave notice, that on | however, that the object was to procure these 


| opening of certain roads in the Territory of Arkan- | 


| confined to the Post Office Department. 


It was probable, 


maps to be made by some other person; that it 
was intended to make room for some favorite. 
He had understood that greater facilities had been 
afforded at the Post Office Department to another 
individual than were extended to the draftsman of 
this House. The duties of this officer were not 
He was 
also assiduously engaged in the performance of 
duties required by the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, and other committees. He was unwilling 
that this office should be abolished, merely for 
the purpose of transferring its duties to some 
favorite. 

Mr. PEARCE said, if the officer of the House 
did not execute the duties required of him, it 
might be a proper subject of inquiry. He could 
not, however, see the propriety of transferring 
the duties from the present officer to another— 


| nothing could be gained by it. 


Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to | 
| James ‘Calvert; which was read twice and com- | 


The duties of the draftsman were not confined 
to the Committee on the Post Office. Fhe Com- 
mittees on Public and Private Land Claims, and 


‘|| on Roads and Canals, required the constant ser- 


by a bill to provide foran expedition to the Pacific | 


vices of this officer. Several of the members of 
his family were also engaged in aiding him in the 
performance of his duties. If an inquiry was ne- 
cessary, it was a matter of doubt to what commit- 
tee it should go. About once in two years, when 


| the Committee on the Post Office reported a bill 
| creating new post routes, the services of the drafts- 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


| expediency of abolishing the office of draftsman to | 


| the House of Representatives, and discontinuing 


| the annual expenditure of fifteen hundred dollars 


now paid to that officer. 


Mr. McKENNAN said he would like to know | 
the reasons which had induced the gentleman | 


'from Georgia to offer this resolution. Several 


| years ago the office of drafisman had been, after | 
| much discussion, abolished. It had subsequently, | 


| however, been found necessary to restore the 


of the House. 
Mr. SCHLEY said it was true that this office, 
| upon consideration, had heretofore been abolished, 
'and subsequently reéstablished, for what reason, 


j 


| he knew not. The individual who occupied this 


office was daily engaged in reporting the proceed- ‘| 





| former order of things and to reinstate this officer | 


| man were necessary. The other committees to 
|| Mr. SCHLEY, by consent, submitted the fol- | 


which he had referred, required his services almost 
daily. In conclusion, he could see no reason 
forachange. It was the duty of the Clerk of the 
Flouse to see that this officer did his duty, and if 
Mr. Burr had been employed by the Clerk, it was 
his duty to explain why this had been done. 

Mr. LOVE said, as a general rule, he was in 
favor of resolutions of inquiry. He was satisfied 
his friend from Georgia [Mr. Scutey} had no 
other motive in offering the resolution, than a high 
regard to duty and the public interest—that he 
was actuated by no sinister views. He knew that 
several of the sons of the draftsman for the House, 
who were every way competent, were engaged in 
aiding him in the performance of his duties. It 
should, therefore, not be an objection to him that 
he spent three hours each day in reporting the 
speeches of members, (in a manner, too, better 
than any cther reporter.) It would be recollected 
that after much debate at a former session, on the 
subject of reform, the only result was an aboli- 
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tion of the office of drafteman. It had been sub- | do one thing ata time. If he was aware of any | advantageous terms to the public, and to give ade. 


sequentiy found necessary to reinstate this officer. 
If the gentleman would modify his resolution so 
as to inquire into all the abuses in the public de- 
pees with a view to reform, he should have 
ia hearty assent. He would go with him most 
heartily in all attempts to correct abuses. He 
had been informed that after the office of drafts- 
man was abolished, it had cost ten times more to 
rocure the necessary work to be done by the 
job, than was paid to this officer. Why had not 
the regular draftsman of the House been called 
upon to execute the work which had been done 
by another? If he had been so called upon, and 
refused, then it would be a proper subject of 
inquiry. In conclusion, he repeated that if the 
gentleman would so shape his resolution as to 
inquire into any and all abuses which might exist | 
in the departments, he should have his cordial 
cooperation. 

Mr. STEWART said this was rather a small 
matter, although it seemed likely to lead to a long | 
debate. There was but three weeks remaining of 


the present session, and much important business | 


to be acted upon. He would, therefore, move to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. SCHLEY asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. LOVE could not vote to lay the resolution 
on the table, although he was opposed to the 
adoption of the resolution in its present shape. 

Mr. STEWART withdrew his motion to lay | 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. SCHLEY said it was impossible for him | 
to know the motives which actuated the course of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McKen- 
nNAN.} He had thought fit to attribute improper 
motives to him, (Mr. 8.) It would perbaps be 
better for the. gentleman to look to his own mo- 
tives, without reflecting upon those of others. He 
was not in the habit of imputing unworthy motives 
to others, and he had no evidence that would au- 
thorize him to impute such to the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania, [Mr. McKennan.] But if the old || 
maxim be true, ‘‘ that we judge others by our- | 


selves,’’ then it would follow that the gentleman 


other abuses, he would not hesitate to bring them 
to the consideration of the House. If the gentle- 


man from Kentucky would propose a resolution of | 
the character indicated by him, he would go for | 


it. He would be perfectly willing that a select 


committee should be raised on any such resolu- | 
tion, with the gentleman from Kentucky at its | 
head, and he would be willing to stand at the foot | 


of such commiitee, for the purpose of ferreting out 

any abuses which might be supposed to exist. 
Mr. H. EVERETT desired to know if maps 

had been made by order of the House, whether the 


draftsman of the House had been first required | 
to do the service, previous to the employment of | 


another. Mr. Burr, he understood, was the pe- 


_ culiar officer of the Post Office Department. e 


wished to know, also, whether the maps alluded 
to had been ordered by the Post Office Committee. 
Mr. SCHLEY replied that he understood Mr. 


| Burr had been employed under a resolution of the 


House; whether at the instance of the Committee 
on the Post Office he knew not. 
Mr. BRIGGS said that, during the last session 


of Congress, the Committee on the Post Office re- | 
| quired various maps connected with their duties. 


‘he draftsman of the House had been required to 
execute them, which he failed to do, owing as he 
alleged that the proper facilities were withheld from 
him at the department. The draftsman had ap- 


|| plied at the department fora map necessary to 


the performance of the duty required, but he was 


| informed that it could not be taken from the de- 
artment, and could only be used in the office. || 


e knew not whether this apology of the drafts- 
man was considered sufficient. The maps were 
necessary, and the Clerk of the House was re- 


= by resolution to procure their execution. || * 


he Clerk did not apply to the draftsman of the | 
House under the circumstances, as he understood | 
from the terms of the resolution he was required 
to employ another individual to perform the ser- 

| vice. He considered this officer essentially neces- 
sary. The resolution to which he had referred 
showed the propriety of continuing this office. 
| The draftsman employed under the resolution had 


| quate security for the faithful execution of the 
|| work: Provided, That no person nor compan 

employed by any one of the officers authorized to 
enter into contracts for the same, shall be employed 
or concerned in any other printing on public ac- 
count, authorized to be contracted for by the other 
officers, respectively; and in case of an equality in 
two or more bids, the preference shall be given to 
| the person whose proposals were first lodged in 
| the Attorney General’s office: Providid also, That 
|| no person holding any office or appointment under 
|| the Government, shall be employed to doany part 

of the public’ printing, or to have an interest or 
concern therein. 

Mr. EVANS said, the resolution was one of 
| considerable importance; and as the hour devoted 
|| to reports and resolutions had nearly expired, he 
| would prefer that the resolution should be printed 
/and postponed to Monday, and that the House 
should proceed to the consideration of the orders 
|| of the day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON would not object to a post- 
|| ponement of his resolution to Monday, provided 
| it should be made the special order for that day, 
|| He did not propose to discuss it at the present 
‘| time. The period had, however, arrived when, 
|| under a joint rule of the two Houses, it became 
| necessary to choose a printer. If, therefore, the 
| resolution offered by him was acted upon, it 
'should be speedily done. He would move that 
|| the resolution be postponed to Monday, and made 
| the special order for that day. . 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that his 
|| resolution would come up as a matter of course, 
(|on Monday, as the unfinished business of the 
|| morning hour of this day. 





SURVEY OF TRAIL CREEK. 
Mr. HANNEGAN offered the following res- 
olution; which, under the rule, lies one day: 





Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if in the 
possession of the War Department, a copy of the 
survey, plan, and estimate, for the construction 
| of a harbor at the mouth of Trail creek, on Lake 


made propositions from unworthy motives. He, | been constantly employed in the discharge of the || Michigan, in the State of Indians, or any inform- 


(Mr. 8S.,) however, did not believe the gentleman 
capable of euch a course. 
in offering the resolution, he had no favorite in 


| duty assigned to him, and it would take months 


|, to complete the work. If the gentleman was 
| anxious to know whether this officer performed 


view, nor was his motion the result of any man- _ hisduties faithfully, he had better direct his inquiry 
agement or preconcert. Fle had no acquaintance || to that point. He was not ae to say 
i 


with any person qualified to discharge the duties | 
of draftsman. No applications had been made to | 
him. No persons solicited him for favors here. | 
He had not seen any such persons. His associa- 
tions did not lead him to such discoveries. He | 
had offered the resolution without consulting any | 
erson. He had daily seen the draftsman of the | 
Steaee engaged in reporting speeches here, while 
another individual was employed at the public | 
expense to discharge his duties. He had inquired 
why this was the case, and had obtained no satis- 
factory reply. If Mr. Stansberry was incompe- 
tent or unable to perform these duties, another 
should be appointed in his place. If large sums 
were to be paid to another for these services, it 
was proper that this almost useless officer of the | 


House should be dispensed with. He barely | 
knew the present incumbent when he saw him. | 


He had no objections to him personally. He was | 
actuated in offering the resolution by considerations 


officer, particularly in relation to the duties required 
by the land committees, performed his duties faith- 
fully. If, upon inquiry, it should be found that 
all the services required of this officer were per- 
formed properly and with fidelity, there would be 
an end of the matter, and he, for one, would vote | 
against the abolition of the office. If, on the con- | 
trary, this office, under present circumstances, 
should, upon inquiry, be found to be unneces- 
sary, he presumed no gentleman would vote for | 
its continuance. He was surprised that gentle- 
men should be opposed to this inquiry. Do they | 
fear it? 

In relation to the suggestion of his friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Love,] as to the propriety of 
extending the inquiry to other supposed abuses 
in the departments of the Government, he should 
not object to such a proceeding, if it was brought | 
forward in a separate proposition. It was best to 


whether this officer had or had not discharged the 

duties assigned him with fidelity. He had no 
_ objection to theinquiry. Ifthe office wasabolished, 
nothing would be gained by it, as the services 
would have to be performed by the job or other- 
wise, at an expense equal, if not greater than that 
at present allowed. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTER TO CONGRESS. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by leave, offered the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 
Resolved, That .the office or appointment of 


printer to the Senate and House of Representa- | 


tives, respectively, ought to be abolished or dis- 
pensed with. 
Resolved, That in future all printing on public 
account should be done under contracts with such 
ersons, and subject to such regulations as may 


be authorized and prescribed by law, and that to 
of public duty alone. It has been said that this | 


this end, the Secretary of the Senate, the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, the Postmaster 


authorized and required to advertise, respectively, 


for sealed proposals to execute: first, all printing || 


by order, or on account of the Senate; secondly, all 
printing on account of the House of Representa- 
tives; thirdly, all printing within the District of 


| Columbia for the Post Office Department; and, 


fourthly, all other printing within the said District, 
on public account; the said proposals to be returned 


| to and lodged in the office of the Attorney Gen- 


eral, and to be opened on some day to be pre- 
scribed by law, and mentioned in the advertise- 
ments, in the presence of the said attorney general, 
and all the officers above-named, and the contracts 
| to be then and there entered into by and between 

the said officers, respectively, acting on behalf of 

the United States, and such persons as may be 
| willing to undertake the said printing on the most 


General, and the Secretary of the Treasury, be || 


ation he may possess in relation thereto. 
SURVEY OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. BEATTY offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies one day: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
| quested to report to this House the survey and 
_ report of the engineers sent during the last year 
|| to survey the Cumberland river, from the falls on 
|| said river down to meet the survey heretofore 
|| made thereon. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. McKIM, 

proceeded to the consideration of the orders of the 





| day. 

Mr. BINNEY, by consent, from the Commit- 
| tee of Ways and Means, reported a bill for the 
| relief of John F’. Lewis; which was read twice and 

| committed. 

| Mr. PHILLIPS, on leave, moved to print two 
| thousand extra copies of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, in relation to fitting out a 
| South Sea expedition; which, by the rules, lies on 
| the table one day. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
| States: 

| To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
I transmit to the House of Representatives a 
| report of the Secretary of State, accompanied with 
| extracts from certain despatches received from the 
Minister of the United States at Paris, which are 
communicated in compliance with a resolution of 
_ the House of the 31st ultimo. Being of opinion 
| that the residue of the despatches of that Minister 
cannot, at present, be laid before the House, con- 
| sistently with the public interest, I decline trans- 
/mitting them. In doing so, however, I deem it 
| proper to state, that whenever any communica- 
tion shall be received exhibiting any change in the 








| condition of the business referred to in the resolu- 
| tion, information will be prom 7 transmitted to 
|| Congress. ANDR JACKSON. 


ASHINGTON, February 6, 1835. 
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To the President of the United States: 


Department or Stare, ; 

Wasnincton, February 5, 1835. 

The Secretary of State, to whom has been re- | 
ferred the resolution of the House of Representa- | 
tives of the 3ist ult. requesting the President ‘to | 
‘communicate to that House, if not incompatible | 
« with the public interest, any correspondence with | 
‘the Government of France, and any despatches 
‘ received from the Minister of the United States 


‘ at Paris, not hitherto communicated to the House 








‘in relation to the failure of the French Gevern- | 


‘ment to carry into effect any stipulation of the | 
‘treaty of the fourth day of July, 1831,” has the | 
honor to report to the President that, as far as is) 
known to the department,.no correspondence has | 
taken place with the Government of France since 
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Cabinet. From all this, you may imagine the 
anxiety I shall feel for the arrival of the Presi- | 


| 
| 


| dent’s message. 


i 
| 
} 


| 


that communicated to the House on the 27th De- | 


cember last. The Secretary is not aware that 
the despatches received from the Minister of the | 


which does not appear in the correspondence 
already transmitted. He nevertheless encloses so 


much of those despatches, written subsequently 


to the commencement of the present session of the 
French Chambers, as may serve to show the state | 
of the business to which they relate since that | 


On its tone will depend very 
much, not only the payment of our claims, but 
our hational reputation for energy. I have no 
doubt it will be such as to attain both of these | 
important objects. 





Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 
(Extract.]} 


LecatTion or Tue Unirep Srartes, 
Paris, December 6, 1834. 
* * *” * 


* * * 


The Chambers were convened on the Ist inst., 
under very exciting circumstances, the ministers, 
individually, and the papers supposed to speak | 
their language, having previously announced a 
design to enter into a full explanation of their | 


United States at Paris present any material fact | conduct to answer all the interrogations and place 


| their continuance of office on the question of ap- 


| proval by the Chambers of their measures. 


time; and also that portion of an early despatch || 


which contains the substance of the assurances | 
made to him by his Majesty the King of the | 
French, at a formal audience granted to him for 
the purpose of presenting his credentials; and he 
submits, for the President’s consideration, whether 
the residue can, consistently with the public inter- 
est, be now laid before the House. 
JOHN FORSYTH. 





Mr. Livingston to the Secretary of State of the United | 
States. (lxtracts.]} | 


Paris, October 4, 1833. 

Sir : On Monday I presented my letter of cre- | 
dence to the King, on which occasion I made the 
address to him, a copy of which is enclosed. 

* * * * & * * * 

His answer was long and earnest. I cannot 
pretend to give you the words of it; but in sub- 
stance, it was a warm expression of his good 
feeling towards the United States for the hospi- 
tality he had received there, &c. * * 
As to the convention, he said, assure your Gov- | 
eroment that unavoidable circumstances alone 
prevented its immediate execution, but it will be 
faithfully performed; assure your Government of 
this, he repeated; the necessary laws will be passed 
at the next meeting of the Chambers.. I tell you 
this not only as King, but as an individual whose 
promise will be fulfilled. 


Mr. Livingston to the Secretary of State. 


[Extracts. } 
Paris, November 22, 1834. 
* ” - * * * * * * 


I do not hope for any decision on our affairs be- 
fore the middle of January. One motive for dela 
is, an expectation that the message of the Presi- | 
dent may-arrive before the discussion, and that it | 
may contain something to show a strong national | 
feeling on the subject. This is not mere conjecture ; 
I know the fact; and I repeat now, from a full 
knowledge of the case, what I have more than | 
once stated in my former despatches as my firm 





persuasion that the moderate tone taken by our | 


Government when the rejection was first known, | 
was attributed by some to indifference, or to a | 
conviction on the part of the President that he | 
would not be supported in any strong measure by | 


This, as you will see by the papers, they have 
finally and explicitly done; and after a warm | 
debate of two days, which has just closed, they have 
gained a decided victory. ‘This gives them confi- 
dence, permanence, and I hope influence enough 
to carry the treaty. I shall now urge the present- 


| ation of the law at as early a day as possible; and 
' although I do not yet feel very certain of success, 


my hopes of it are naturally much increased by the 


| vote of this evening. The conversations I have 
| had with the King and with all the ministers, con- 


vince me that now they are perfectly in earnest, and 
united on the question, and that it will be urged | 
with zeal and ability. 

Many of the deputies, too, with whom I have | 
entered into explanations on the subject, seem now 
convinced that the interest as well as the honor of 


| the nation requires the fulfillment of their engage- 


ments. This gives me hopes that the endeavors 
I shall continue to make, without ceasing until the 
question is decided, may be successful. 
The intimation I haveconceived myself author: | 
ized to make of the serious consequences that may 
be expected from another rejection of the law, and | 
of the firm determination of our Government to 


/ admit of no reduction or change in the treaty, I 


« |, think has had an effect. 


| ernment are on the most extraordinary footing. 





On the whole, I repeat, | 
that, without being at all confident, | now enter- 
tain better hopes than | have for sometime past | 
done. 





Mr. Livingston to the Secretary of State. 
[Extracts.] 


Paris, December 22, 1834. 
Sir: Our diplomatic relations with this Gov- 


With the executive branch, I have liiiie to dis- | 
cuss; for they agree with me in every material | 
oint on the subject of the treaty. With the 
Lesiintdee, where the great difficulty arises, I can 
have no official communication. Yet, deeply 


| impressed with the importance to my fellow-citi- | 


| zens of securing the indemnity to which they are 


entitled, and to the country of enforcing the exe- 
cution of engagements solemnly made to it, as | 
well as of preventing a rupture, which must 
infallibly follow the final refusal to execute the 
convention, Ighave felt it a duty to use every proper | 
endeavor to avoid this evil. This has been, and | 
continues to be, a subject of much embarrass- | 


ment. 
* 


My last despatch (6th December) was written 
immediately after the vote of the Chamber of | 
Deputies had, as it was thought, secured a ma- 


* - 


the people; and by others, to a consciousness that | jority to the Administration—and it naturally 


the convention had given us more than we were 
entitled to ask. 
® > * 


I saw last night an influential member of the } 


Chamber who told me that * * * * | 
and that the King had spoken of our‘affairs, and 


appeared extremely anxious to secure the passage | 


excited hopes which that supposition was calcu- | 
lated to inspire. I soon found, however, both | 
from the fone of the Administration press, and 
from the language of the King and ail the Minis- 


| ters with whom I conferred on the subject, that they | 


were not willing to put their popularity to the test | 
on our question. It will not be made one, on the | 


of the law. I mention this as one of the many || determination of which the Ministers are willing | 


circumstances which, independent of official as- | 
surances, convince me that the King is ‘incase, | 


and now I have no doubt of the sincerity of his |) declared that, satisfied with the approbation the | 


to risk their port folios. The very next day after } 


the debate, the Ministerial Gazette, (Les Debats,) | 


| vote of the House. 


2138 


Chamber had given to their system, it was at per- 
fect liberty to exercise its discretion as to particu- 
lar measures which do not form an essential part of 
that system; and the communication | subsequently 
had with the King and the Ministers, contirmed 
me in the opinion that the law for executing our 
convention, was to be considered as one of those 
free questions. | combated this opinion, and asked 


| whether the faithful observance of treaties was 


not an essential part of their system; and, if so, 
whether it did not come within their rule. With- 
out answering this argument, I was told of the 
endeavors they were making to secure the passage 
of the law, by preparing the statement* mentioned 
in my former despatch. This, it is said, is nearly 
finished; and from what | know of its tenor, it 
will produce all the effect that truth and justice 
can be expected to have on prejudice and party 
spirit. 

The decision, not to make it a Cabinet question, 
will not be without its favorable operation; * * 
** * * * some of the leaders of the oppo- 
sition, who may not be willing to take the respon- 
sibility of a rupture between the two nations by 
breaking the treaty, when they are convinced that 
instead of forcing the Ministers to resign, they 
will themselves only incur the odium of having 
caused the national breach. In this view of the 
subject, I shall be much aided, if, by the tenor of 
the President’s message, it is seen that we shall 
resent the breach of faith they contemplated. It 
is on all hands conceded that it would be impru- 
dent to press the decision before the next month, 
when the exposition will be printed and laid be- 
fore the Chambers. 

* * ~ 


* * 


On the whole, I am far from being sanguine of 
success in the endeavors which I shall not cease 
to make for the accomplishment of thia important 
object of my mission; and I expect with some 
solicitude the instructions for my conduct, in the 
probable case of a rejection of the law. 

I have the honor to be, &c., 

EDW. LIVINGSTON. 
Hon. Joun Forsytu, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, moved to refer 
the message and documents to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, with instructions to report forth- 
with on the subject. 

Mr. McKIM said, as the papers accompanying 
the message were of an important character, he 
moved that they be read; which was done. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, after having heard the cor- 
respondence read, would withdraw that part of his 
motion which proposed to instruct the committee 
to report forthwith. Hetrusted the House would 
allow the committee till the last moment to decide 
upon measures requiring unanimity, and involving 
such important considerations. On such a ques- 
tion, he would appeal to no particular portion of 


| the House; for he felt assured that, whenever we 


were called upon to decide on a proper measure of 
redress, there could be but one sentiment where 
the national character and honor were involvec. 
He trusted that, whenever we should be called 
upon to act decisively, whatever might be proposed 
by the committee, would receive the unanimous 
He rose merely for the pur- 
pose of soliciting the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to withdraw that part of his motion which 
proposed to instruct the committee to report forth- 
with; for, at the present moment, it would be 


| almost impossible to report any measure which 


would meet the approbation of the Committee or 
of the House. 


Mr. J. @. ADAMS said, in introducing this 


| 
| resolution, his purpose was that the Cominittee 


on Foreign Relations should be instructed to report 
forthwith—he used the word forthwith in order to 
ascertain whether that House thought it incon- 
sistent with their duty, and the interests and honor 
of the nation, to leave this great subject any longer 
without action upon it. And as the action of the 
House must depend upon-the report to be made 





*Nore.—The paper here referred to by Mr. Livingston, 
is a memoir to be laid before the commission which may 
| be appointed to examine the law intended to contain all 


|| the arguments and facts by which it is w be supported. 
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by that committee, there is no other mode of | 
arriving at that result than by instructing the com- 
mittee to report forthwith. 

Mr. A. had no objection to any amendment 
which the honorable chatrman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, (Mr. Camsrecene,]) or 
any other member, might propose, who thought 
it necessary to allow that committee further time 
to consider the subject; but he deemed it important 
that, as we were then within a short month of the 
termination of the session, and as from the cor- 
respondence just read, as well as from the reports 
in general circulation throughout the country, he 
thought it exceedingly doubtful whether anything 
more definiive would be received with respect to 
the action of the French Government upon that 
treaty. The letter from Mr. Livingston of the 
6th of December, the day after the new French 
ministry had obtained what that gentleman called 
a victory, speaks in very sanguine terms of the 
probability of the Chamber of Deputies passing 
the bill of appropriations. But what did his sub- 
sequent letter, dated fifteen days afterwards, say? | 
He tells us that the new ministry were far from 
willing to hazard their popularity upon proposing | 
the bill. Well, then, Mr. Livingston concluded 
with saying that he was by no means sanguine; 
and other reports, from Paris, and from almost | 
every other source, concurred in stating that there | 
was no prospect whatever that the French Cham- | 
ber would make any appropriation to provide for | 
the paymentof this debt. That was also thegen- | 
eral tenor of all the private communications from | 
Paris. Now, underthese circumstances, he thought 
it time for that House to take up the proposition 
of the President of the United States at the com- 
mencement of the present session; to take it up, | 
and see whether that House would do what the | 
President proposed upon the happening of a con- | 
tingency, which Mr. A. considered as scarcely | 
donger a contingency. He considered the subse- | 
quent despatch of Mr. Livingston as equivalent to 
ascertaining the fact, that the contingency contem- 
plated by the message of the President, would be 
turned into a reality; that is to say, ascertaining 
that the French Chamber of Deputies would do 
nothing. 

Mr. A. did not undertake to say that what the 
President had recommended at the commencement 
of the session would be the wisest and the most 
oroper course, but he would say this much, that 

e believed it the duty of the House to act upon 
this subject, and declare whether they would com- 
ply with the proposition of the President, or that 
they would do something to sustain the rights, 
interests, and honor of the nation; and that the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
in asking for further time, was not pursuing the 
best course. Mr. A. found himself desirous that 
the committee should make theirreport. He had 
not tied down the committee by proposing in- 
structions as to what they should report; he only 
asked that they should report. A member of the 
committee, some days since, did propose specific 
instructions, but the House thought proper, by 
a very small majority, to reject the proposition. 
As the time passed, however, it became more im- 
perious, more absolutely necessary for the House 
to act upon this important subject. For himself, 
he desired action; and in the mean time, between 
this and the close of the session of Congress, any- 
thing more favorable should turn up, action on the || 
ao of the House could do no wrong. Let the | 

louse say to the nation, and to the world, that 
they would sustain the President in the proposi- | 
tion he made. Let them say so to the world, and if 
their declaration went to Europe, and if it should 
be found that the French Chamber of Deputies | 
had made the appropriation, it could do no harm; | 
but it would show that that House felt what was 
due to the dignity, the honor, and the interests | 
of the nation. hatever might be said of the | 
message of the President, Mr. A., fot one, would | 
sny, as was once said in the case of General La | 
Fayette, that whoever censured its imprudence, | 
must yet admire its spirit. It would go forth to | 
all mankind as the sustainer of the rights, the | 
honor, and the interests of this country; and he | 
hoped the House would not suffer itself to appear 
in a contrasted character with the President of 
the United States, by shrinking from responsibil- 








! 
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nation. 
shape to act and deliberate upon, so that they 
might declare what they would do, and how they 
would feel when the honor and interests of the 
nation were involved. 


Mr. ARCHER opposed the motion of Mr, | 


Apams at some length, on the ground that it was 
premature; that its adoption would plaee the Gov- 


ernment in a wrong attitude, and would be tanta- | 
He also objected 


mount to a declaration of war. 
to the principle Of specially instructing a commit- 
tee on matters of such deep importance; and re- 
luctant as he would be, he should be compelled to 
vote against the proposition. 

Mr. CLAYTON alluded to what took place on 


this subject at the commencement of the session, || 


and said he considered that at that time there were 
two courses for the —) to take; one was to act 
up to the spirit of the President’s message; the 
other was for the representative branch of the 
nation to show to the French Government we did 
not coincide in that recommendation, and by that 
meang avert, if possible, all the consequences that 
might ensue, but at the same time place the Cham- 
ber of Deputies in the same situation they would 


| have been placed in if that message had not been 


sent to this House. In the latter course, one 
branch of the Government had sustained the mo- 
tion he made on this subject at the commencement 
of the present session. The Senate had unani- 


mously resolved that it was inexpedient at the | 


present time to adopt any legislative measure in 
regard to the state of affairs between the United 
States and France. That resolution had accom- 
plished all he wished upon this subject, and if it 
failed to answer the purpose, he had nothing else 
in view. 
short of that proposition, whether we should insti- 


tute acts of hostility against France, it might | 
involve a collision between the two bodies. The | 
unanimous vote of the Senate upon the first ques- || 


tion presented by him answered his purpose bet- 
ter than a vote against it by that House. Now, 
then, if all had been done that could be done to 
effect what he had in view, the next inquiry was, 
if it failed, should we proceed until we forced con- 


viction that it was necessary to proceed upon the | 
alternative laid down by the President of the | 
Was there testimony before us | 
of a character to justify our doing it? Should we | 


United States? 


act upon the testimony presented to us, and pro- 
ceed at once to measures of hostility? or would it 
not be better for the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


not to make a report until they could do it upon | 


information that would satisfy that House? He 


put the question, were gentlemen prepared to pro- | 
ceed to what would be considered acts of hostility ? | 


for certainly any legislation growing out of the 
testimony before them would result in that conse- 
quence. He thought they would not, and they 
ought not so to act. Taking this view of the sub- 
ject, then, that it was proper for the legislative 
branch, or rather the popular branch, of the Gov- 
ernment to signify to France that they did not 


_agree with the President in his recommendation, 


and believing that the alternative had not arrived, 
he should vote against the motion to instruct the 
committee forth with—reluctantly, because it came 
from avery high source; but he did not deem 


immediate action either expedient or called for. 


Mr. McKINLEY was pleased togee the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] evince so 
becoming a spirit on the occasion; andif he would 
delay his motion till a reasonable time was given 


to hear further from France, he (Mr. M.) would | 


o with him for instructions to the Committee on 
oreign Affairs, provided they would not makea 
proper report without. Mr. M. said that he was 
prepared to act decisively on this subject before 
the adjournment of Congress. The gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Arcner] urges forbearance 
towards our ancient friend and ally. He believes 
that the King of the French sincerely desires that 
the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, should be car- 
ried into effect; and that we ought not therefore 
to carry out the recommendation of the President, 
because it may lead to war; we ought not, he 
thinks, to sepakin the country in war for the sum 
in controversy. 
Sir, how long is this forbearance to be urged 


OBE. 


; = 


ity, in order not to commit themselves to the | 


At least, let them have the subject in a | 


If we were now to discuss this subject | 


February 7, 
upon us? There have been four sessions of the 
French Chambers since the exchange of ratificy- 
_ tions of the treaty. At the first, the subject was 
|| Not noticed; at the second, which lasted aout four 
months, it was laid before the Chainber of Denu- 

ties nineteen days only before the adjournment: 
the bill was referred to a committee, aud there 
the matter ended; the next session continued about 
| three months, and fifteen days before the adjourn. 

ment the subject was again Seon to the consid- 
eration of the Chamber of Deputies, but not acted 
upon; and, finally, at the session of April, 1834, 
| the question was fully discussed by the Deputies, 
| and the bill containing the necessary appropriation 
rejected. 

Suppose it be true that the King entertains the 
most sincere desire to have the stipulations of the 
|| treaty performed to the very ietter; and that that 
| department of the Government which holds the 
| purse-strings refuse to furnish the means to enable 
| him to have it done; does that good feeling on 
|| the part of the King furnish a sufficient reason 
| for continual forbearance on our part? If so, the 

stipulations need never be performed, and still we 
| must forbear, I have no doubt of the sincerity of 
|, the professions of the King; and if the execution 
1 of the treaty depended upon his will'alone, | would 
| delay its execution for any reasonable length of 
| time to meet his convenience. But when we know 
| that a codrdinate department of the Government, 
|| claiming and exercising the right to prevent iis 
|| execution, has twice neglected to consider the 
|, subject when brought to its notice, and has once, 
|| upon full deliberation, refused to appropriate the 
|, necessary sum to enable the King to comply with 
|| the solemn stipulations of the treaty, are we still 
|| to forbear? And upon what reasons? Because 
| France has been our ancient friend and ally; 
|| because the Chambers are now in session, and 


| 


|| may possibly reconsider the subject, retrace their 
steps, and at some future, indefinite period con- 
descend to make the appropriation? And because, 
|| too, itis for a paltry sum of money—much less 
|| than it would cost to coerce payment? At what 
time and upon what reasons do gentlemen pro- 
| pose that forbearance shall cease? The propo- 
| sition is wholly indefinite. It is true that the 
French Chambers are in session, and have been 
since the Ist of December; and it is equally true 
that down to the 224 they had not even noticed 
|| the subject of the treaty. They have heretofore 
omitted to act on the subject at their successive 
| Sessions, and at the fourth rejected the bill. If 
| these acts teach us nothing but forbearance, similar 
acts can but teach a similar lesson; and time can 
bring us no nearer the termination of the contro- 
| Versy. 
But, sir, if this ancient friendship, which once 
/so happily subsisted between France and the 
| United States, ought to induce us to bear and for- 
| bear, have we not doneso? Our just claims against 
|| that nation remained unsettled for more than 
|| twenty years; and then we agreed to accepta little 
more than half of what we were entitled to, rather 
than have a rupture with our ancient friend and 
ally. After the amount was liquidated and pay- 
ment stipulated by treaty, nearly four years more 
|| have rolled round, and the debt has not yet been 
paid; nay, payment has been absolutely refused. 
Who is in the right, and who in the wrong, in 
this controversy? There has been nothing but 
forbearance on the part of the United States, and 
| nothing but aggression on the part of France 
| Can friendship be preserved by such humiliating 
submission on our part? Not only France, but 
all the world, must feel a contempt for us if we 
adjourn without acting with proper spirit and 
dignity—after such protracted injury and injus- 
tice. 
Sir, are we to refrain from taking the most 
pacific means that can be adopted, by one nation 
|, towards another, to compel the payment of a just 














|| ancient friend? Why do gentlemen refuse to look 
|| at the other side of this question? If the friend- 

ship is to Be preserved by kindness, forbearance, 
and good offices, is it not necessary that the acts 
| should be observed by France as well as the United 
} States? If reprisals might lead to war, might not 
|| the infraction of a treaty lead to war also? Will 
|| any one deny that the treaty of the 4th of July 





| debt merely because it may lead to war with an- 
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16S], wae violated by the refusal of the French 


Chambers to comply with it? and was not that | 
violation just cause of war? ls it upon this argu- 
ment further forbearance is demanded—forbear- 
ance beyond the present session? ee 

Does it occur to gentlemen here that it will cost 
France just as much to go to war for these five 
millions as it will cost us? If war shouid be the 
result of the course which we may be compelled 
to take, is the fault ours? Had France complied | 
with the stipulations of the treaty, that friendship, 
which is so highly and so justly appreciated, | 
might, and would, have been preserved—had she | 
been as tender of our feelings, and regardful of | 
our rights, as we have been of hers, no difficulty 
could ever have occurred between us. But forget- 
ting that sacred friendship—that ancient alliance— 
which weighs so heavily with us—she has delayed 
to acknowledge a just debt for more than twenty 
years; and, after acknowledging and promising, | 
in the most solemn manner, to pay it, she has | 
finally refused, and still continues to enjoy the 
commercial benefits of the treaty, which were | 
given as part consideration for the five millions 
she promised to pay. ; : | 

It would, to be sure, be better, ina pecuniary | 
point of view, that we should pay our citizens the | 
five millions of dollars than to hazard a war with | 
France, if that were the only interest involved. || 
But can we thus compromise the honor of the | 
nation? Is the national honor to be estimated by | 
dollars and cents? To submit to this indignity, 
would be an abandonment of all national charac- || 
ter, and invite aggression and insult from every | 
other quarter. The idea is not to be tolerated for | 
amoment. Iam willing to waitas long as we can 
with propriety, for further advices from France; 
but not so long as to prevent decisive action on |, 
the question at the present session. We have | 
ample grounds to justify the proceeding recom- 
mended by the President; and to justify a much 
stronger proceeding, if we choose to adopt it; and 
I, for one, am prepared to act upon it before we 
separate. It is true that those I represent, and 
the South generally, would be greatly injured by 
a war, if war should be theresult, which I cannot | 
believe will be the case. But 1 have no doubt | 
they would submit to any personal privation, 
rather than submit to national dishonor. 

Mr. LYTLE. Mr. Speaker, since I have had 
the honor of a seat upon this floor, it has never 
been my good fortune to listen to speeches in this 
House, or elsewhere, or at afty time, or upon any 
occasion, in which I felt the same sensations which 
have been produced upon me by the proposition 
and appeal made by the venerable member from 
Massachusetts this morning. Sir, there wasin it, 
to my mind, however it may affect the minds of 
others, | say there was in it, to my mind, a degree | 
of moral grandeur and sublimity which, as an | 
American citizen, | was most proud and happy 


to see and hear. The ex-representative of the 

Executive Department of this Government now | 
aiding, to the extent of his abilities, as a repre- | 
sentative upon this floor, in the councils of his | 
country, and sustaining with the candor and undis- 
guised patriotism of an American freeman the 

spirit and proposition of his successful rival, the | 
incumbent of the executive chair at this time, and | 
upon what? Upon a proposition that the people | 
of this country should vindicate their national | 
pride and their national honor. What was the) 
character of the propesition of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? Does it amount to | 
a declaration of war if adopted by this House? 
No, sir. It merely proposes to call upon the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to make a report to vin- 
dicate this House from the imputation, which I 
insist with him, will rest upon it, of pusillani- 
mously cringing to the juggling and caprices of a 
foreign potentate, who is unwilling to render that 
justice, over and over again proposed by himself, | 
and admitted to be due to this country, and after 
four months of the session, for it is now the fourth 
month since the special call of the French Cham- 
ber of Deputies was made, with reference to the 
ee of this very claim; here we are, with | 
what intelligence from France? Why, that your | 
minister was first seduced into the belief or assured | 
into the belief, by the flourishes of Louis Philippe | 
and his Cabinet, that they really intended to enter, | 





| No special interest. 
|| of this House what pledge they will wait for after 
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heart and soul, into this measure, and instantly | 


carry the treaty into effect—that they meant to | 


pledge the whole weight of the Government, and | 


to throw themselves into the scale, and make ita 
national proposition. This was the purport of 
Mr. Livingston’s first despatch. But what was the 


| he grows less and less sanguine up to the date of 


| his last communication, and finally tells us he is 


now not at all sanguine! That the French King 
and his Cabinet, instead of making it a ministerial 
measure, and throwing the whole weight and pop- 
ularity of the Government into the scale, have 
shuffled out of the controversy, and left it as an 
open matter, in the decision of which they have 
Now, let me ask the members 


this shuffling couree, beforethe close of this session? 
Can they, after this, expect to receive intelligence 
of a more grateful character? Or may they not 
reasonably calculate upon hearing, by the first ves- 
sel that may arrive from Europe, that this nation, 
which has thus long procrastinated the payment of 
a just claim, has determined not to pay it at all? 
And having come to that conclusion, and knowing 
that war is inevitable, may we not expect her to 
take the first step, and, asa matter of safety to 
herself, detain ourships now in the Mediterranean, 
and blockade the ports there? Well, whatare we 
asked to do by the proposition of the honorable 
member from Massachusetts? Nothing more than 


| that, in the event of their refusing before the 


amount of his subsequent correspondence? Why, | 


adjournment of this House, to ratify this treaty, | 


the House will pledge itself to answer the call of 
the President of the United States, by giving him 


| power, or resorting to some other means, in the 
|| event of this contingency, to save the nation and 


protect its honor and the just claims of its citizens || 


from the aggressions of this insolent and juggling 
Power. Sir, when | hear the appeal from such a 
| quarter, echoing back the same spirit, so highly 
and properly lauded on the part of the Executive, 
| by one grown grey in diplomacy, and familiar with 
the tricks of courts; by one who has a just, a 


high, and an honorable sense of his own char- || 


acter and the character of the American people, I 
say, sir, there is no room left for me to doubt of 
its propriety at this time. 
time, and if I, for one, were certain that a mes- 
| senger would arrive this very night with intelli- 
| gence that the French Chamber had acted upon 


|| this subject, I would still urge the adoption of the 


resolution of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
It goes the whole to show abroad the sense of the 
American people in reference to this matter. It 
goes the whole to show that if it is the intention 


| of France to suffer this Congress to pass over 
|| before any intelligence of a satisfactory character 


| should be received, that the Representatives of the 
| American people are not slumbering at their posts, 
| but are aroused at the prospect of injury or insult, 
/and, by an expression of some sort of the char- 
| acter referred to by the gentleman from Massa- 
| chusetts, that they are prepared to vindicate the 
| character and honor of the country, and let the 


| the United States of America, have made a serious, 
| and, for them, an unfortunate mistake. That we 
| are prepared to go the whole for the spirit, if not 
the measure, of the proposition in the executive 
message; and that we will stand by and sustain 
| the President therein—that we will make it a 
common cause. 
now upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts; and [ trust the matter will be 
referred by the unanimous vote of this House. 
What valid objection can be urged against it? It 


should then have the vantage ground, and be able 
to show that even before it arrives we were in a 
state of preparation to meet it. 


| one that I hail, as an American freeman and a 
| Representative of this body, from the bottom of 


world know that that Power which attempts to | 
cavil with, to special plead with, to juggle with | 


does not contain a proposition for immediate | 
action; it only anticipates that which I believe | 
will come; and in the event of its coming, we 


, It is a delicate, | 
but a well-timed and judicious proposition, and || 


my soul, especially coming from the quarter it | 


does. I again reiterate the hope that the resolu- 
tion, as worded, will be unanimously adopted. 





I say, sir, now is the || 
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tion of the exalted and patriotic sentiment ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Apams,] but he confessed, in the present 
instance, he could not go with him to the extent 
which his remarks seemed to indicate. Give me 
(said Mr. S.) the vantage ground, and all the 
advantage which long suffering and forbearance 
can give in such a contest as this. But (he asked) 
shall we gain this ground by precipitation? Shall 
we not rather injure a just and honest cause? Let 
us hear once more from France; for she is, after 
all, our ancient friend and ally. He still cherished 
the hope, that on the receipt of the President’s 
message, she would be inclined to render us jus- 
tice. ‘Ten or fifteen days at the uttermost would 
bring us intelligence from that country; and he 
fervently hoped with it a message worthy of 
France. If these sanguine anticipations should 
not be realized, he would then be prepared to go 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apvams,| and from Ohio, [Mr. Lytie,} to main- 
tain the honor and glory ef our country, as far as 
they could go. We “asked nothing but what is 
right, and would submit to nothing wrong.’ He 


| would give France the opportunity, at least, of 


sending us better tidings. It would be painful 
to.wage a war with France; but she, like other 
nations, must render us justice—strict, equal, and 
exact justice. He would give her a last chance 
of settling her affairs with us on amicable terms. 
His feelings were such, that he was willing to go 
back to ancient times, and remember with glow- 


| ing gratitude the former relations between that 


Government and our own. If we now say we 
will not go to war with her in consequence of our 
recollections of these ancient services, will it not 
excite a corresponding spirit on her part. He 
was disposed to look on that country as one 
which had rendered us essential service in the 
hour of our greatest want of such service. He 
believed that a week before the closing of the ees- 
sion would be time enough for the House to take 
any decisive measures; for it was evident we were 
prepared, at a moment’s warning, if F’rance should 
refuse to grant us justice, to go with the gentleman 
from Massachuseits; to go with the President in 
asserting and vindicating our rights. 

After some further remarks, Mr. S. alluded to 
our ability to maintain a conflict with foreign 
Powers. We had passed through one war with 
her who had so long been proudly denominated 
the mistress of the ocean, in which our heroes 
had won for themselves and their country immortal 
renown. ‘Thestars and stripes of America waved 


| over every sea, a protection to our rights, a terror 


| patience. 


to our foes. 

Mr. S. said he would not send these documents 
to the Committee on Foreizn Relations, with the 
peremptory instructions suggested by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,} but, in 
the language of the gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. McKinrey,] he would wait a few days. 
tle would secure to our country in her just and 
holy cause all the advantage of fone suffering and 
No vessel had yet arrived from France 
which sailed for this country after the transmis- 
sion of the President’s message to Congress. 


| What new lights had we at the present moment 


| to guide us? 
| the effect of that message on the French people. 


Surely none. He waa for waiting 


If it is disposed then to retrace their steps and do 
us justice, it was well—if not, it was even then 


| quite soon enough for the dread alternative. 
That will be done, and I hope | 


Mr. HAMER did not rise to make a speech, 
because every gentleman upon the floor understood 
the subject as well as he did; and because he ap- 
prehended every gentleman was prepared to act 


| whenever the proper time should arrive. Although, 


as to that time,a difference of opinion existed, 
he trusted that when it should come, he would 


| be prepared to sustain the national honor and dig- 


Mr. SUTHERLAND expressed his appréba- | 


nity. On that subject he had no fears, either with 
regard to the members of that House, or with re- 
gard to the great mass of the people of the country. 
It was always a matter of regret to him to differ 
with his honorable friend on the left [Mr. Lyrie] 
upon any question, but especially upon those of 
great importance; but he rose to eay that the 
reading of the papers on the Clerk’s table had 
produced upon his mind precisely the opposite 
impression produced upon that of his honorable 
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friend, and upon the minds of some other gentle- | 


men upon that floor. 

It was obvious to Mr. H. that two things should 
take place before requiring the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report. The memoir of the 
French ministers, spoken of by Mr. Livingston, 


should be presented to the French Chamber of | 


Deputies, whose action thereon should be known 


here; and the message of the President should | 


have been received in France, considered, and the 
effect thereof known here, before we proceed to 
act definitely upon the subject. Now, it might 
happen that both these things may occur in the 
course of a few days; and we might reasonably 
expect to hear the effect of the message upon the 
Deputies and the French people in a short time; 
oa till we did, he thought it would be unwise to 
ask the Committee on Foreign Relations to report 


on 80 grave and important a matter. He therefore | 


moved to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts by striking out that part of it re- 
quiring the committee to report forthwith. 

Mr. R. M. JOU NSON, of Kentucky, said he 
had looked into this difficulty between France and 
the United States with intense interest—and he 
would add with great anxiety and anguish of 


mind. That feeling had not, in the least, been | 
softened, or mitigated by the message and docu- | 


ments now presented to us. Hesaid he had read 
the correspondence between our minister and Gov- 
ernment, and the King’s ministers here and in 
Europe—and the subject seemed to be perfectly 
understood by the Government of France. It was 
clear the King and his ministers had in vain ex- 


erted their influence upon the popular branch of | 


the French Government, to carry the treaty into 
effect, by making the appropriation which it stip- 
ulated to pay our citizens five millions of dollars, 


for burning their ships and cargoes on the high | 


seas, and for plundering and confiscating their 
property, without the authority of the law of na- 
tions. He said he found the difficulty to exist in 
the Chamber of Deputies. He had supposed that 
the Chambers must have been under some strange 


delusion as to the principles and facts in the nego- | 


tiation—for they could not seek to violate an obli- 
gation so sacred—so imperative upon nations to 
perform—particularly the gallant and intelligent 


people of France towards the United States, their | 
ancient friend and ally. But what was hie sur- | 


prise—his astonishment, on reading the debates 


of the Deputies, to discover on their part a perfect | 
knowledve of the whole transaction—of all the | 


facts in the case—and yet these Deputies—these 


representatives of the people of France, refused | 
to pay the money due to our citizens—accruing | 


from the invasion of our rights—the plunder of 
our commerce under the unholy sanction of their 
illegal decrees! 

Mr. J. would gladly avoid this question if he 


could do so with due regard to the rights and | 


character of his country. We might attempt to 


avoid this question—our feelings may prompt us | 
to do so, because its tendency is to involve such | 


important—such vital consequences; but weshould 


remember that the price of liberty was blood! It | 


was impossible to maintain our freedom, our | 
character, our independence, and at the same time | 
submit to violation of faith, so pointed, so gross, | 
and so flagrant, if persisted in. It was the people | 
of France, or rather the Chamber of Deputies, | 


open, refused to do us justice; and not the King | 
and his ministers. 


heid back and refused to take strong measures, in | 
cases of insult and injury did not do more to | 
plunge nations into war, than those who acted | 
promptly to resent and redress violations of faith, | 
by acting upon the principle of the President, to | 
demand nothing but what was just, and to submit | 
to nothing evidently wrong. Mr, J. expressed | 
his utter astonishment at the conduct of France. 
Here, he said, seemed not only to be wrong and 
injustice, but wilful and premeditated wrong—and 
the question was, could we tamely submit to it? 


For one, he could, he would not. He would sus- || 
tain the President in his course. He was not for || 
precipitation—he was willing to wait for the final || 
action of the Chamber of Deputies; but he now || move it as an amendment. 
believed forbearance had ceased to be a virtue, It |! 


THE 


| and believed that this nation could not and would 


| The temper of the House manifested great una- 


| part of it which required the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs to report forthwith. In his opinion, | 
this would be premature. In a few days hence | 


‘ || advices from France, and which might put a new 
representing that people, who had, with their eyes | 


| the proposition, the propriety of modifying it, so 
Mr. J. said it was doubtful whether those who | Sou seul aon 





would amount to nothing, unless it was known 





not submit to such injustice. And when it was 
thus believed that war was inevitable, then, as 
our cause was so obviously just—as the United | 
States were so palpably in the right—it was pos- 
sible, perhaps probable, that France might retrace 
her steps, for the sake of her own honor, and 
execute the treaty, by paying the indemnity stip- 
ulated for the wrongs she had inflicted on our 
commerce. At all events, this was our only hope. 
We had made a full experiment of forbearance. | 
It had failed. We must resort to another alterna- 
tive. 

But, Mr. J. believed the people of the United 
States were only divided as to the time for resent- 
ing and redressing this violation of national faith 


on the part of France; he, for one, would still | 


yield to that nation a further time, so that no 
voice could be raised against the course which our 


| country would ultimately be compelled to pursue. | 
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Mr. HAMER remarked, that he could not 
agree to the suggestion, because it did not embrace 
what he objected toin the motion. He had moved 
to strike out eli that part instructing the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. EVANS said he hardly knew in what posi- 
tion he should now consider the motion of the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
Apams.}] It was originally to give instructions to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to report 
upon thesubjectforthwith. Ifthis was its present 
| shape, he would support it; and as that gentle. 
| man had given to the House the reasons which in- 
| duced his motion, he should also give those which 
would influence him in voting for it. If he had 
understood the views of that gentleman, as ex. 
pressed, Mr. E. said his own object would be to 
procure a report widely different from that which 
he seemed to anticipate—one of an entirely op- 
posite character. 

Mr. ADAMS explained. He had proposed 


I 


of our complaint, and the utter impossibility of || that the committee be instructed to report forth- 


submitting to it. 
fore, it would be distinctly understood, that he 
feared not the consequences of expressing himself 
strongly on this subject; and whenever the occa- 


| sion should arrive, he should vote for strong 


measures, corresponding with his expressions. 
War (said Mr. J.) is a great calamity—there is 
none greater, except that of tamely submitting to 
insult and injury. And here was an instance of 
wrong so flagrant, and a violation of national faith 
so palpable, that it had few, if any, parallels in 
the annals of nations; and in this sentiment he 
believed he should have the concurrent testimony 
of the civilized world. France knew as well as 
ourselves, that we could not submit to it without 
degradation and disgrace. With regard to the 
immediate question before the Flouse, he thought 
the message and accompanying documents should 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
without instructions. 

In conclusion, Mr. J. said he should do injus- 


j 
| 





j 


|| atives of the people. _It was with this particular 


Mr. J. said he hoped, there- || with, because he thought it a duty they owed to 


| the House and to the world to give that House an 
opportunity of acting in the matter. He had not 
declared what position he should take in that 
| action, but he deemed it all important that the 
| subject should be deliberated on by the represent- 





view that he had submitted his motion, that time 
| might be had for the discussion, before the ad- 
| journment; and he believed from present indica- 
tions, that all the time of the present session would 
be required for a deliberate comparison of the 
views of different members. Mr. A. said, from 
the motion he had made and the position he had 
| taken, it did not follow that he deemed a war 
| necessary—nor did it follow that reprisals should 
be made—or that any other particular course 

should be pursued or recommended by the House. 
| It would be competent for the House to pursue 
| the same course that the other legislative branch 
| of the Government had done. That branch had 


tice to his own feelings if he took his seat without | come to its conclusion—and what was that con- 


admitting that his heart palpitated with joy on 
hearing the patriotic sentiments of the honorable 


member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] || 


Those sentiments were truly American; and, like 


| the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Lytie,]} he hon- 
ored them for the source from which they came. || 


clusion? It was to dodge the question. This 
House could, if it chose, also dodge the question. 
The CILIAIR interposed. It was not in order 
to allude to the proceedings of the other branch of 
the Legislature. 
Mr. ADAMS said he merely wished to be un- 


Mr. STEWART rose, he said, mainly to sug- | derstood as to the motives weich prompted him 


gest an amendment to ne Sees which he 
trusted would be calculat 

degree of unanimity in the vote to be given upon 
that interesting and important occasion. It would 


doubtless be conceded by all, that unanimity was || 


of the very utmost consequence abroad, and they | 
should present to France and to the world a united 
front, since divided councils could lead to no pro- 


fitable result. He had no serious objections to || 


the proposition of the honorable member from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] in whose patriotic 
sentiments Mr. S. would take that opportunity of 
expressing his entire concurrence, except to that 


another packet might arrive, bringing important 


aspect upon the affair. He would therefore re- | 
spectfully suggest to the distinguished mover of | 


as to strike out the word forthwith, and allow it to 
read, that the committee be required to report on 
or before the 15th or 20th of the present month. 
This would also, he thought, meet the object of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hamer,] and, as 
it seemed to Mr. S., would obviate his objections | 
to the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- | 
setts. If this amendment were adopted, it would | 
also, he believed, be calculated to produce a greater | 
degree of unanimity in the vote that would be given | 
upon the subject, and he regarded unanimity as | 
of the utmost importance, and should be glad to | 
see that House act with the same unanimity as | 
did the other branch of the national Legislature. | 
If his suggestion were not acceded to he would | 


to produce a greater | 





The CHAIR said there was a motion to amend 


to make his motion. He wished that House to 
have ample time to deliberate on the momentous 
question involved in the communications before 
them. 

Mr. EVANS continued. Hedid not know that 
he had materially misunderstood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. It was true he had not dis- 
tinctly avowed the opinion he entertained as to the 
course which should ultimately be pursued; but 
Mr. E. said he did infer from the spirit of his re- 
marks, that he was for sustaining the recommend- 
ations of the Executive in their fullest extent. It 
was certain that others had drawn the same infer- 
ences, else whence the remarks of the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Arcuer,] and why the loud 
encomiums of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ly- 
| TLE) for his generous and disinterested support of 
| * the views and measures of a successful rival?” 

Mr. E. said he, like others, only drew his infer- 
| ences from the general spirit of the gentleman’s 
|remarks. He did not see that it woul! be ** dodg- 
| ing the question” if the House should declare 
| that there was at present no occasion for legis- 
| lative interference in this matter. The character 
| ofour country was essentially pacific. It wasour 
| policy to exhaust all language—all forms of nego- 
| tiation, before we appealed to the last dread resort 
| of war. 
| The gentleman had spoken of what had been 
termed the imprudence of the message of the 
President. There were many who viewed it in 
that light. Mr. E. contended that the House 
should have more information before it acted, 
especially when it was known that such informa- 
' tion existed; for that fact was avowed in the mes- 
sage now before the House. Would the gentle- 
man contend that either House of Congress should 
| say, although the annual message might be im- 
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